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any early decision in regard to the matter, and 
thas cause the printing to be still further delayed. 
jam willing to incorporate the language of the 
resolution of 1819 into my resolution, and I pre- 
sume that the honorable Senator from Arkansas 
will not object. But { would observe, that the 


resolution is ae a resolution of instruction to 
the Committee on Printing; and perhaps they may || 
adopt the very plon suggested by the honorable || 
Senator from Missouri, so that each body should | 
have the control of its own printing. 
Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President, I have al- | 
realy moved to lay this subject upon the table for || 
the present. 
Mr. BORLAND. Will the Senator from New | 
York withdraw that motion fora moment? I de- | 
sire to make only one word of explanation. 
Mr. DICKINSON. I withdraw the motion. | 
Mr. BORLAND. The Committee on Printing || 
are as anxious to be relieved from this labor, as any | 
member of the Senate can be to relieve them. It 
has been a very unpleasant duty they have had to |; 
perform, and they have not been able to perform it | 
satisfactorily to themselves. The difficulties lie in 
the mode taken to have the work done, and not in || 
the manner in which the work has been executed. 
As the Senator from Missouri says, the evil is a || 
radical one, and ought to be corrected; but the | 
honorable Senator from Missouri will recollect | 
that the present system is the law of the land; it 
has been adopted by a law of Congress, and any 
change that is made, must be to repeal the existing | 
law and adopt a new system. The object of the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee, as I under- 
stand it, is to make the present law available, | 
rather than to make a radical change, which might || 
require so much time as to defeat the object he has | 
in view. } 
Mr. BELL. [I still suppose, that if the two } 
houses should concur, a joint resolution could be | 
carried at once; but I think it is within the scope || 
and power of that committee to adopt such a joint |, 
resolution if they think proper. I hope the vote 1 
on the question may be taken now. 
Mr. DICKINSON. I now renew my motion 1 
to lay this resolution upon the table. 
Mr.BELL. I hope the honorable Senator from | 
New York will so modify his motion, that the | 
subject shall be merely postponed til! to-morrow. | 
Mr. DICKINSON. That is alll mean. I now | 
call for the special order of the day. | 
The question was then taken on the motion to | 


lay the resolution on the table, and it was agreed | 
wo. 
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ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the President’s message, transmitting the con- 
stitution of the State of California. \ 

Mr. HUNTER, who was entitled to the floor, || 
addressed the Senate for nearly two hours. [Of |, 
o — a report will appear in the Appen- | 

ix. 

Mr. UPHAM. I desire to express my senti- || 
ments on this question; and as | believe the most, || 
ifnot the whole, of the week is already taken up | 
by other questions, I move to postpone the further | 
<onsideration of this one until Monday next. 


DEBATES OF THE CALIFORNIA CONVENTION. 
- Mr. FOOTE. I beg leave to offer the following | 


resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to 
procure from the publisher, Mr. J. Ross Brown, -— copies 
of the debates of the convention of California, on the form- 
ation of their State constitution, in September, 1849: pro- 
= the same shall be furnished at a rate not exceeding | 
price at which it is furnished to subscribera and other | 
individuals, 
' This resolution will, of course, under the rule, | 
le over; but I have thought it best to make a. 
brief ex ! . . . i 
; anation, in order to draw the attention 
of the te to the subject, in the hope that 4 





may be taken up at an early day, and adopted, 
The work to which the resolution alludes—a por- 
Yon of which I hold in my hand—is to consist of 
some four or five hundred pages, neatly bound, and, 
Remencing with the first proclamation of General 

iley, as a to frame a constitution, 





|| blank, they will act accordingly. 


| reopened, and 


|| privileged question. He offered the following reso- 


|! a remark, when 
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|| the number of votes polled, the places of election, the 
i names of the delegates, and the districts they rep- 

resented, it will also contain careful stenographic 
|| reporta of the debates, a copy of the daily journal 
|| of the proceedings, a copy of the constitution, &c. 
|| I will merely add, in addition, that I have exam- 
ined the work thoroughly—most of it in the manu- 
script; and though my opinion may be entitled to 
little weight on the subject, I believe that the 
whole debates will be of immense -importance to 
the country, as serving to explain a great variety 
of points; in reference to which much dispute has 
occurred here and elsewhere. 

Several Senators. Let it be acted upon now. 


Mr. FOOTE. Well, if Senators are prepared || 


now to act upon the resolution, and to fill the 


Mr. TURNEY. Let it lie over. 
Objection being made to its consideration, the 
resolution lies over. 
THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 
The bill from the House of Representatives, to 


supply deficiencies in appropriations, for the ser- || 
\| vice of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1850, 


was read the first and second time by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. MANGUM, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 26, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. HAYMOND rose, and asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion, which he had sent to the Clerk’s table. 
The SPEAKER said the resolution would be 
read for information. 


Mr. INGE rose, and asked for the regular order | 
of business. 


The SPEAKER said, objection having been 
made, the resolution could not be received. 
CHARGE AGAINST THE SPEAKER. 
Mr. PRESTON KING rose, he said, to a 


| 


lution; which was read: 


Resolved, ‘That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, on the bill to admit the 
State of California into the Union, printed by order of the 
House, and now under consideration in said committee, | 
shall cease at o'clock on ——, (if the committee shall | 
no! sooner come toa conclusion upon the same;) and the 
committee shall then proceed to vote on such amendments | 








as may be pending or offered to the same, and shall then || 


report it to the House with such amendments as may have | 


been agreed to by the committee.” 1] 


Mr. PRESTON KING was proceeding to make | 
Mr. BOYD interposed, and said he believed | 
that the resolution was not debatable. | 

Mr. PRESTON KING proceeded to remark | 
that the resolution was left blank 

The SPEAKER said he would state to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Kina,} that the 
resolution in the form in which ithad been offered, 
was not in order, and the Chair would briefly state 
the reasons for this decision. 













|| the record would show what 
|| whether other propositions should be connected 
|| with it, or not. 

] Mr. INGE rose to a question of order. 


\| he had understood that there’ was a scheme 
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message of the President of the United” States, 
transmitting the constitution of California. A res- 
olution to stop the debate on that message, would 
have the effect to stop debate upon all propositions 
whatever which might be made in committee in 
The object of stopping the 
| debate on the message, would thus be effected, 
| in accordance with the design of the rule. But, 


| 


connection with it. 


|| so far as the bill now before the Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union, providing for 
| the admission of California into the Union, was 
| concerned, that bill originated in the committee, 
| and had not been referred to the committee by the 
House. The House had no cognizance or infor- 
mation of that bill, and the effect would be precisely 
thesame. But the resolution must be so expressed 
as to provide for the termination of the debate en 
| the special message of the President, transmit- 
| ting the constitution of California; and it would 
have the effect to stop the debate upon the bill, 
and all other propositions, which might be before 
| the committee in relation to it. 

Mr. KING said, that the form of the resolution 
| was a matter of indifference to him, so long as he 
j attained his object by it. The object, which he 
desired to effect was, to produce an order of the 
House, requiring the Committee of the Whole. on 
the state of the Union to report the bill for the ad- 
mission of California to the House, as it was now 
under consideration, and as it had been ordered to 
be printed by the House, disconnected from other 
| propositions—that it might be brought into the 
| House, where a vote might be taken, and where 
that vole was, 


He 
desired to know upon what question the gentleman 
| was addressing the House, whether he had ap- 
| pealed from the decision of the Chair? 
| The SPEAKER ‘said that the Chair had 
| made a decision, and had assigned the reasons for 
| that decision; and the gentleman from New York 
| {Mr. Kine] was now making a suggestion to the 


|| Chair on that point. 


Mr. KING said he should prefer that the reso- 


|| lution should be put to the House, in the form in 


| which he had offered it. 
in order. 


He believed that it was 
His object was to have a vote of the 


|, House (for as to the opinions of a majority of 


‘the House, there was no doubt) ordering the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to report to the House the bill now under its consid- 

| eration; and his reason for this course was, that 





The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The gentleman 
| is now traveling beyond the point of order. 

Mr. KING. I hope I may be allowed to state 
| the reason why I desire that the resolution should 
| be put to the Bae: in the form in which | have 
presented it. 1 have good reason for desiring that 
it should be. 

| Mr. INGE rose to a question of order. He 
| submitted that the remarks of the gentleman were 
| not in order. 

| The SPEAKER. The discussion on the reso- 
| lution can proceed only by the unanimous consent 
|of the House; and the Chair will state, that a 
| resolution pending for the termination of debate, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


A resolution providing for the termination of ] is a privileged question—isolated—directed to one 


the debate on the special message of the President 
of the United States, transmitting the constitution 
of California, was in order. The rule of the House 
under which the resolution of the genveman from 
New York, {Mr. Kixa,] was proposed to be offered, 
was a rule giving tothe House the power to stop 
debate upon matters pending before the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, which had 
been referred to that committee. by the House. 
The form of the resolution now offered by the 
gentleman from New York was, that all debate in 
Committee of the Whole or the state of the Union 
on the bill providing for the admission of Cali- 
fornia, us a State into the Union, should be termina- 
ted. The question pending before the Committee 
of the Whole ou the state of the Union, and which 
had been referred to it by the House, was the 


character which alone, under the rule, gives ita 


particular point—that is to say, to the termination 
of the debate. Within the recollection of the 
Chair, this privileged resolution had never been 
used for the purpose of directing or controlling 
the legislation of the Committee of the W hole on 
the state of the Union. The one single object had 
been, to stop debate; and the moment the resolu- 
tion went beyond that point, it loses the privileged 


title to be received at any time, 

Mr. PRESTON KING. The resolution is 
drawn up in the usual terms of resolutions, offered 
for stopping debate. It requires the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, when the 
time which may be designated in the resolution, 
shall have arrived, to report the Lill itself to the 
House, with any amendments which may have 
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been agreed to in committee, in order that, in the 


House, an opportanity may be had to take a rec- 


ord vote, and determine whether the bill shall be |! 


changed or modified before a final vote is taken 
upon the passage. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, called the gentle- 
man from New York to order. 

Mr. KING. I merely desire the House to 
understand what my object is. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I desire to make a suggestion 
to the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Kinc.] 
I am sure that no members of this House are dis- 
posed at this time to fix upon a day for the termi- 
nation of the debate. This is no time to introduce 
a resolution of this sort, and I beg the gentleman 
not to complicate the question by insisting upon a 
proposition on a doubtful point. 

Mr. KING was still on the floor. 


Mr. McLANE again called him to order. 
The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from || 


New York [Mr. Kine] had suspended his remarks 
before the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Mc- 
Lane] called him to order, 

Mr. KING. I desire to state to the House the || 
reasons why I have offered the resolution in this 
form. J do not desire that any particular time | 
should now be fixed for the termination of the de- | 
bate 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) It is notin or- 
der to state the reasons why the gentleman of- 
fered his resolution in the present form. The res- 
olution iss not in any way debatable. The Chair 
had desired merely to hear the suggestion of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Kine] on the 
point of order. 

Mr. OLDS made a point of order, the purport 
of which will be seen by the Speaker’s reply, 
but it was not heard by the reporter. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman was right 
in the distinction he had drawn. The House had 
control over the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, as over one of the standing 
committees of the House; but the point made was, 
that this was not a privileged question. 

Mr. KUNG. If, under the resolution I have of- 
fered, 1 cannot be allowed to state my reasons, | 
make a question of privilege, 

Mr. INGE interposed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Kine] states that he rises to a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. KING. I charge the point of order in re- 
lation to this resolution, as an after-thought, and 
an artifice to accomplish a purpose against the 
resolution. 

Mr. McLANE rose to inquire of the Speaker, 
what the gentleman’s point of order was. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that 
he rises to a question of privilege. The gentle- 
man will state what the question of privilege is, 

Mr. KING. It appears that the point of order 
presented against the consideration of the resolu- 
tion, in the form in which I have presented it, is an 
after-thought and a design to accomplish a purpose. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (interposing. ) 
I should like to know against whom the gentle- 
man makes this charge, and whether that is a 
question of privilege. Will the gentleman state 
whom he accuses ? 

Mr. KING. On the 13th of March instant, I of- 
fered a similar resolution. My object was two- 
fold. In the first place, I desired to indicate my. 
willingness to vote upon the naked question of the 
admission of California as a State into the Union. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, rose to a ques- 
tion of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Kine] rose, and stated to the Chair, 
that he had riser to a question of privilege, and as 
the gentleman does not state any question of privi- 
lege, the Chair cannot bear him. 

Mr. KING. ‘The Chair will find out what my 
question of privilege is, if it will hear me for a 
moment. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman muststate his 
question of privilege. 

Mr. KING. 1 was about to do so when I was 
interrupted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand that the gentleman has any right-to make re- 
marks on a question of privilege, until he has 
stated what that question of privilege is. 

Mr. KING. I charge that the Journal of the 
House has been mutilated. 
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| [Cries over the House, ** By whom?” ‘ Give 
the name. 


” 
Mr. KING (continuing.) I was proceeding to 


| state the fact, that on the 13th of March, | offered 


| bate, to apply to the il 
| as I stated, was twofold—first, to indicate my own 








a resolution similar to that which | have this day 
introduced. I requested the Clerk to fill up the 
ordinary resolution upon motions to close de- 
California bill. My object, 


willingness to consider-—— 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 


tleman to order. 


I call the gen- 
I submit that he has no right to 


| proceed with his remarks, until he has stated the 
| question of privilege, and wherein the journal has || 


been mutilated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that 
he makes a charge, that the journals of this House 
have been mutilated. In order to make this a 
question of privilege, the gentleman must make 
his charge specific, and must state by whom the 
journals have been mutilated. 

Mr. KING. Iwill proceed and state what I 
heard 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The gentleman 





| will state his point. He will submit his charge, 


and the name of the person against whom it is 
made. 

Mr. KING. I was informed by the subordinate 
clerk, that it was done by the direction of the 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, then, as a 
question.of privilege, charges that the Speaker of 
this House, has mutilated the journals of the 
House. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I move the ap- 
pointment of a committee of investigation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. ge is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. KING. I desire to state the matter so that 
I muy be understood. 

Several members called to order. 


The SPEAKER. The Speaker hopes that no | 


gentleman will interrupt the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Kine,] but that he may be allowed to 
make his charge. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I insist upon 
the point of order. The gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Kine,] must state the specific point in 
which the journal has been mutilated, and I shall 
object to his proceeding with any remarks until he 


| has done so. 


The SPEAKER. The Speaker understands the 
gentleman from New York to charge, that the 
Speaker mutilated the journals of this House, by 
altering a resolution offered by the gentleman, for 
the consideration of the House, after that resolu- 
tion had been acted upon by the House. Such 
the Speaker understands to be the charge. 

Mr. KING. The Speaker does not state the 
charge precisely in the language in which I made 
it; but om proceeding to state—— 

The SPEAKER. To avoid difficulty, will the 
gentleman from New York put his charge in wri- 
ling. 

Mr. KING set down to write the charge. 

Mr. CLEVELAND, remarking that it was im- 
possible to hear What was said, asked the SpPeakEeR 
to bring the House to order. 

After a pause of a few moments, 

Mr. KING sent to the Speaker’s chair the fol- 
lowing allegation, which was read by the clerk: 

“I charge that the journal of the House has been mu- 
tilated, by erasing’a motion that I did make, and substituting, 
by an interlineation, one that I did not make, in the 
journal.” 

The charge having been read, 

The SPEAKER said: Will the gentleman 
incorporate the name of the individual against 
whom he makes the charge. 

Mr. KING. By implication, it is necessarily 
against the Clerk; but, as I have stated, 1 was 
informed by the subordinate clerk that it was done 
by the direction of the Speaker. 


The Sreaker now vacated the chair, having || 


called Mr. Winrurop to preside over the delibera- 
tions of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I insist that 
the gentleman from New York shall state what the 
motion was which he made, and what the motion 
was which was (ubstituted upon the journal, for 
the one which he made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York has the floor. f 

Mr. KLNG. It wasa motion which I made on 


March 26, 


the 13th instant, to close the de ; , 
ai re kn charge ei i on the Cali. 
he SPEAKER, (interposing. . 
the strong impression site the Sur Chair has 
| press authority upon this point—th 

specifically, where a charge is made that 
on of 4 ae has been altered, or is on 
rect, that such charge must be investio. : 
ae of the Sous. ee 
r. RICHARDSON and Mr. STEPH FN 
| Georgia, simultanegusly addressed the on : 
The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman tre 
| New York (Mr. Kine] was entitled to the foo. 
Mr. KING. I desire that the charge which } 
make, shall be distinctly understood. The obj. 
of the resolution J offered was, to bring the bi . 
/admit California before the House, that it mighs 
| be voted upon disconnected from other questions 
|, Mr.STEPHENS, of Georgia, (interposing.) | 
| insist that, before this committee shall be raised 
| under parliamentary order and usage, the particy. 
|| lars must be specifically stated—that the gentleman 
|| shall state what the motion was which he mace 
|| and what the motion was witich was substituted’ 
|| There has yet been no specific charge. 
i ee KING. I wr relieve the gentleman and 
the House from any difficulty, by statin 
dhtwiwthisthe 7 et 
| Mr. STEPHENS, (interposing.) I insist upon 
| the point of order, that the gentleman shall reduce 
| his point to writing, in specific form, before he 
| proceeds. 
|| Mr. KING, (continuing.) I saw the journal 
|| myself; and I desire that the Clerk shall bring in 
| the journal of that day, and exhibit it to the House. 
| As I said, it was the purpose and design of this 
| alteration, which constitutes the ground of my 
| charge 

Mr. McLANE interposed, and called for the 
reading of the charge, as reduced to writing. 

It was read accordingly, as above given. 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman from New York 
made the charge verbally to the House. He was 
called upon to reduce that charge to writing. He 
| proceeded to do so, but he has omitted the word 

‘* Speaker,” and he has not been specific in de- 
signating what was the mutilation which he 
charges to have taken place. 
| Before the House proceeds, I require that the 
| gentleman from New York shall complete his 
| charge, as he made it, and that he shall farther 
| make the charge a specific charge, by stating the 
| motion that was mutilated. As a part of the 

Ts of privilege, 1 ‘make that point to the 
| Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Itis obvious to the House, 
that they cannot be called upon to decide as to 
| the charge, when the date when this alteration was 
made, and the resolution to which the gentleman 
has referrred, are not specified. 

Mr. KING. I will state what was the motion 
| which was made by me on Monday, the 13th 
| instant—— 

Mr. BAYLY interposed, and insisted upon the 
point of order, that the charge made by the gen- 
tleman from New York should be reduced to 
writing in specific form. 

Mr. KING. I believe that the purpose and 
“ee of the 





| contains ex. 
At it provides 























Calls to prior 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 

York will put the charge in writing. 

Mr. KING. Certainly. 

Mr. Kine resumed his seat, and proceeded more 
specifically to imbody his charge in writing. 

hile he was thus engaged— 

Mr. MORSE rose and addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman could only 
address the House by general consent, as the gen 
tleman from New York [Mr. Kina] was entitled 
to the floor, 

Mr. MORSE. Well; will I be allowed, by 
general consent, to make one simple suggestion 

Cries of ‘No; no.” Yes, no objection.” 

r. MORSE (proceeding by general acquies- 

cence) said: I desire simply to say, that [ trust 
that the friends of the Speaker will not attempt (0 
evade an investigation of the charge which has 
been made. 

Objections were here interposed to Mr. Morst 
procevding further. They were not, however, 


Me Fae ended. 1 tte fn 
r. i 0 ntle 
hat thé rriends of 


wil] hear me through. I hope 
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Sts st? 

he Speaker will hot attempt to evade the appoint- | 
t ni of a committee, even upon the ground that 
a charge is not sufficiently distinct—that though | 


‘ther the day, nor the hour, nor the words, nor | 
he resolution, are specified. It is enough, that a | 


ntleman upon this floor, representing a constitu: | 


cacy of seventy thousand, rises in his place, and | 
careee the Speaker of this House with having, in | 
¢ ° manner, altered , mutilated violated, orchanged 
ag character or nature of the resolution. When | 
be introduces such a charge, your rules require, 
has been stated by the Speaker, that instanter | 
* committee shall be appointed to investigate | 
sa BAYLY addressed the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 


York has the floor. By general consent, the gen- || 


from Virginia can proceed, 
STEPHENS. I trust that, by general 


tleman 
Mr. 


cor aa 
words in reply to the gentleman from Louisiana, 


‘The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Georgia will be allowed to pro- 


ed. ‘ 
_ objection being made— 


Mr. STEPHENS was understood to say, that 


| 
(Mr. Morse. | 


while he would desire to have the charge investi- || 


cated, even if no more specific than it now was, 
yet his own self-respect, and he trusted the self- 


respect of gentlemen in this House, would require | 
that the charge made should be more specific, and | 


that they should not raise a committee, until they 


knew what it was that constituted the ground of | 


complaint. He required, for these reasons, that 
the charge should be specific. 
Mr. SCHENCK. I shall vote for any resolu- 


jytion now offered in proper form, to institute an | 


inquiry by & committee, because I believe it due 


to the Speaker, to the gentleman from New York, | 


and tothe House. At the same time, I say that 
this House has no power to say to any gentleman, 
«Put your charge in such shape as we please.”’ 
Any member may rise and make such charge as 
he pleases; he does it upon his personal responsi- 
bility, and upon his responsibility as a Represent- 
ative of the people. 
and unworthy of notice, the House may refuse to 
take notice of it; if it be of such a character as to 
seem to demand an investigation by the House, it 
is due to its own honor and character, and to the 
honor and character of the Speaker, and due to the 


country, to require that an-investigation should | 


be made. My doctrine is, that the gentleman 


fron New York may make his charge in any | 


shape he pleases, and nobody has the right to dic- 
tate to him how it shall be altered, or that it 
shall be altered at all. Gentlemen may appeal 
to him, and say, ** You have offered your resolu- 
‘tion in such general terms,as that the House can 
‘hardly, with propriety, go into an investigation of 
‘it;” and if he sees fit to modify it, well and good. 
But we have no power to require the mover to 
modify his charge in any way. The gentleman 
has presented it in such a form, that I shall vote 
for a committee to investigate it. | hold ii is due to 
the character of the Speaker, to the dignity of the 


House, and due to the country, that the charge be | 


investigated. 

Mr. BAYLY and Mr. KING, almost simul- 
taneously addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York is entitled to the floor, and the Chair under- 
stands that he now claims it. 

Mr. KING then sent up to the Clerk’s table, 
where it was read, the following paper, viz: 
“Tcharge that the journal of the House has been mu- 
tilated by erasing a motion that 1 did make, aad substituting 


by an interlineation, one that I did not make, in the journal 
of the 13th instant. My motion was to close debate on the 


California bill, ‘These words are changed, and message | 


substituted.?? 


This (said Mr. K.) is what I charge—it is the 
amount of my charge; and as [ stated before, 
inmy judgment this point of order was an after- 


thought—an artifice, for the purpose of preventing | 


the action of this House, in the House, upon the 
California bill, if that could be prevented in 
committee, by substituting for the bill admitting 
California into the Union as a State disconnected 
with other matters, some other proposition, of 
which a good deal has been said here and in the 
other branch of Congress—a bill attaching to this 
bill to admit California as a State, a provision 


isent, | also shall be allowed to say a few i 


If the charge seem frivolous, | 





for the establishment of territorial governments, 
| leaving the newly-acquired territories open to 
slavery, and thus gettin 
| two objects through the House, without giving gen- 
| tlemen an opportunity to vote upon the propositions 
separately. Itis an artifice for such a purpose. 
L ask that the journal of the 13th instant be pro- | 
duced to the House. 
Great disorder prevailed in the Hall. 
The SPEAKER called to order, and stated that | 
the Chair would recognize no gentleman until the | 
House came to order. 
Mr. KING. The journal will be proof. I call | 
for the reading of the journal. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the | 
gentleman fiom New York to call for the reading | 
of the journal, 
|| Mr. KING. I call for the reading of the erasures 
||. and interlinations. 
The Crierk was about to read. 
Mr. BAYLY. I desire to know whether it is 


House, or before the committee, which of course 
|| will be raised? I shall make no objection, but 
|| there is a manifest impropriety in it. 
|| Mr. KING. 1 call for the reading of the 
| journal. 
| TheSPEAKER. The journal will beread. | 
| Mr. KING. I want it read first, as it was 
|| originally made up, and then as interlined. 

The Crerk read it accordingly, as follows: 
The resolution as it originally stood, viz: 


Resolved, That all debate in Committee of the Whole 





| pending in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, shall cease at two o’clock on Wednesday next, 


|} vote on such amendments as may be pending, or offered to 
the same, and shall then reportit to the House with such 
| amendments as may have been agreed to by the committee. | 


Also, the resolution as altered or interlined, viz: | 
Resolved, That all debate in committee of the Whole | 


President of the United States, transmitting the constitution 
of California, now pending in committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, shall cease at two o’clock 
on Wednesday next, if the committee, &e., &e. 

Mr. HOLMES addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, (addressing Mr. Kive.) Has 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Kine] con- 
| cluded his remarks? 

Mr. KING. 
‘| submit a motion. If other gentlemen do, I yield. 
|| Mr. HOLMES. It is perfectly obvious to 
every person, that this matter must undergo an 
investigation. 1 therefore move that a committee | 
of five members be raised, to investigate the whole | 
subject. 

The SPEAKER 
man from South Carolina, that the charge made | 





select committee of five members, with instruc- 
tions to investigate the whole subject. 


man from South Carolina the propriety of so | 


committee consist of nine members. 
Mr. HOLMES. Certainly. I accept the sug- 
stion. 


motion of the gentleman from South Carolina to 


committee of nine members to be investigated. Is 
the House ready for the question ? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to say one or 
two words before the question is taken. The 


rity, that it is very difficult for the House—at least 
it is for me—to act intelligently upon a full view 
of them. I learn from the journal now, and prob- 





mitted by the honorable gentleman from New 
| York (Mr. Kiya] in the House, the object of 
| which was to stop debate in Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union, upon a bill 
which had been introduced in that committee, 
peony a the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. 

ty.) Now, sir, £ wish to make this inquiry, 
whether it was competent for the gentleman from 
New York to submit any such motion or resolu- 
tion ? 


Mr. CARTTER interposed to a 





point of order, 


and inquired whether the gentleman was in order 
in discussing the competency of this proceeding, 





the bill combining the || 
|| order. 


| 

proper for the journal to be produced before the || 
| 
| 


House on the state of the Union, onthe bill for the admission | 
|| of Oulifornia, and the message on the same subject, now | 


| (if the committee shall not sooner come to a conclusion | 
| upon the same ;) and the committee shall then proceed to | 


House on the state of the Union, on the message of the || 
| 
{ 
} 


1 do not desire at this time to || navi 
\| the organization of other territories. 
|| what is the difference between what the gentleman 


It is moved by the gentle- i 


by the gentleman from New York be referred to a || 


Mr. RICHARDSON suggested to the gentle- | 


modifying his resolution as to provide -that the | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the | 


be, that the whole subject be referred to a select | 


facts of the case are involved in so much obscu- || 


ably for the first time, that a resolution was sub- |, 


which had taken place some two weeks since, 
| and was now on the record ? 


The SPEAKER decided Mr. McC. to be in 
| Mr. McCLERNAND (continuing.) The Chair 


|; and the House will see that my object ‘is a fair 


| One, and connects itself with the merits of this 


transaction. I wish to inquire of the Chair and 
of the House, whether it is competent for the gen- 
tleman from New York, under the rules of the 
House, to do that which his own statement shows 
him to have done—to offer a resolution, looking to 
the result of stopping debate in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union upon a bill that 
has been originated in that committee? In other 
words, is it competent for the House to control 
| the action of the Committee of the Whole on the 


i 


|| state of the Union upon a proposition which has 
j-never been submitted to that committee by the 


House? 

Mr. SWEETSER interposed, and called the 
gentleman from Illinois to order. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 


stand the gentleman from Illinois to be violating 


any rule of order. He understands the gentle- 
| man to suggest that the motion originally sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from New York was not 
in order. It is perfectly competent for him to 
| make that suggestion. 
| Mr. McCLERNAND. That is precisely the 
point I make; and if it was not competent for the 
gentleman to have made such a motion, it was not 
in order; and if it were not in order, it is not a fit 
subject for such investigation, as the gentleman 
| from South Carolina proposes. The resolution, 
|| as now stated by the gentleman from New York 
to have been offered, was out of order, and the 
modification made by the Speaker, (if such modi- 
| fication were made,) was to bring it within the 
rules of the House, and to make it competent and 
effective for any fair and practical object. I sub- 
mit, in the first place, whether the original proposi- 
tion was in order; and if it was not in order, 
whether it is a fit subject for such investigation; 
and, in the second place, whether, if it were notin 
order, it affords a ground for the imputation—the 
gross, and I think unwarranted, imputation made 
by the gentleman from New York, that the Speaker 
has mutilated the journal of the House, for the 
purpose of preventing action upon the bill looking 
to the admission of California, as a distinct object, 
separate from other measures having reference to 
After all, 


from New York claims and the journal shows? 
Nothing—nothing at all. The efiect of a resolu- 
tion to stop debate upon the message, would be pre- 
| cisely the same as the effect of a resolution to stop 
debate upon the bill, even if such a resolution was 
admissible. The effect of either and both resolu- 
tions would be, to stop debate on the subject, and 


bring the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


| the Union to vote on the bill; and if it should be 
adopted, to report the bill to the House for its con- 
sideration, which was the avowed object of the 
gentleman from New York. Why, then, this 
grave, but unfounded charge? It did not merit the 
|| consideration of the House, and should be dis- 
missed in the most summary way. It did not de- 
serve to be dignified by a reference. 

The SPEAKER. Is the House ready. for the 
question? 

Mr. COBB (the Speaker occupying, tempora- 
rily, a seat-upon the floor) rose and said, Mr. 
| Speaker, if the House will indulge me, I desire to 
/ make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the 
Speaker of the House may be allowed to address 
|| the House. 
|| .No objection being made, and order entirely 
restored, 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to be 
understood as interposing any objection whatever 
ta the appointment of a committee, as moved by 
the honorable gentleman from South Carolina, 
| But it is important, as I conceive, that a simple 
| statement of what has occurred, in reference to this 
matter, should go before the a in connection 
| 
| 


with the charge made by the honorable getitleman 

from New York. Upon the day indicated by the 
| gentleman from New York, thatgentieman rose to 
| aprivileged question under the rules of the House, 
| and offered the usual resolution to stop debate u 

the questions pending in Committee of the Whole 
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on the state of the Union. As you are aware, sir, | tion to close debate upon the bill to admit Cali- 
and as the members of this House are aware, || fornia. The question was so stated in my place 


it is a resolution very frequently offered, and for | 


that reason printed blanks are kept at the Clerk’s 
table, to be used whenever a member desires to 
offer a resolution of this character. When the 
gentieman from New York rose and offered this 
resolution, he had not reduced it himself to writing, 
but he requested that the Clerk should do so. I 
directed that it should be done by the Clerk. The 


gentleman from New York immediately made the | 


motion to lay iton the table; and the vote to lay 
the resolution on the table was taken, and passed 
upon by the House, before the resolution had been 
filled up by the Clerk at the desk. Immedietely I 


saw that the resolution must be to stop debate upon | 


the California message, and I so directed it to be 
recorded: The journalizing clerk, however, (as 


you perceive there are three or four gentlemen at | 


the desk,) did not hear the direction given by me 


to the reading clerk, and the resolution was filled up | 


by him, (the former.) As is well known to every 
member of this House, it is my duty, as Speaker 
of the House, to correct the journal of the House; 


for this purpose, it is read to me on each morning | 
When the | 


after the adjournment of the House. 
journal of the day was read to me on the succeed- 


ing morning, | found that the resolution was en- | 


tered as a resolution to stop debate upon the Presi- 


dent’s message, and the bill pending before the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. || 


I instructed the Clerk, to strike out the words re 
ferring to the bill, giving him at that time the very 
reason which I give tothe House this morning for 


not entertaining the resolution of the gentleman || 


from New York, viz., that this was a privileged 
question, and had been entertained asa privileged 
question to stop debate upon the California mes- 


sage, which had been referred to the Committee of || 


the Whole on the state of the Union, by the 
House. But as the bill had not been before the 
House, and the House had no parliamentary 
knowledge of the pending of the bill in commit- 


tee, as they could not entertain as a privileged | 


motion a proposition to stop debate upon the bill, 


the alteration in the journal should be made. 4nd || 


the journal, as corrected, was read to the House on the 


morning following. The circumstances occurred || 


precisely as I have narrated them to the rouse, 


I have nothing more to say, as I desired simply || 


to make a statement to the House of the facts. 
Mr. KING. I do not desire at this time to go 


|; to the House, and the Clerk was directed to 
|| fillup the resolution as I moved it. These are the 
|| facts of the case. 
| because I had no doubt that the resolution had 
|| been entered as I moved it. It is, as the Speaker 
| states, the usual form; and if objection was to be 

made to it, it should have been made then. That 
| is why I charged that it was an after-thought. 

I stated the motion distinctly, and the Clerk was 
directed, as is usual, to enter the motion I made 
in the printed blank; and then, having ascertained 
that the motion I made was in order, I said, I did 
not desire to press it to a vote at that time, that I 
was willing that gentlemen should have every fair 
|| opportunity of discussing the subject, but I was 
‘| unwilling, by any indirect act, that we should 

be deprived of the right to vote upon the bill in the 
House, where the yeas and nays could be had. It 
was with this view that I made the charge, that 
| the facts may be shown to the House and to the 
| country. 
I am not disposed to distrust the House in re- 
gard to this matter. A majority—a large major- 
ity—have repeatedly declared their opinion in 
favor of passing a bill admitting California, dis- 
connected from any other matter. That is my 
|| desire. I desire that the vote shall be taken in 
, the House, where we can hive the record. 

Mr. HOLMES. It is obvious, after the state- 
| ment which has been made by the honorable 
| Speaker, that there is no foundation whatever for 
' this charge. I therefore withraw my motion. 
Mr. ALBERTSON said he wished to ask the 
|| gentleman from New York [Mr. Preston Kine] 
/ one question. : 

After some conversation and interruptions, 
| Mr. ALBERTSON proceeded. I wish, said 
| he, to ask the gentleman from New York if he did 


|, not hear the journal read the next morning after | 


| he offered his resolution ? 
Mr. KING. I did not. The first knowledge 
I had of it was, when I understood that the ques- 
| tion of order would be raised against my resolu- 
tion. I went to the Clerk’s office and examined 
the journal yesterday. 

Mr. BAYLY obtained the floor. He said: I 
| do not wish to resist what I understand to be the 
general feeling of this House 
| Mr. BURT interposed, and (the floor being 
|| yielded) said : I desire to offer this resolution. I 





into any examination of the facts in this case; |! do not wish to make any remarks about the ex- 


and I wish here to state, that for the honorable 
gentleman from Georgia—the Speaker of the 
House—I have a very high respect. His opin- 
ions were such that I cenit 

that place, [the Speaker’s chair,] because I antici- 
pated that the opinions of the State he represents 


might compel him, upon these questions of order, || 


to vary by his fiat his decisions. 
[Cries of “ Order.” ‘* Let him go on,” &c.] 
Mr. RICHARDSON called the gentieman from 
New York to order, 
The SPEAKER decided the gentleman in order, 


and 


Mr. KING proceeded. As I snid before, it was | 
rumored that there was an intention to smother || 


this California bill in committee, and substitute 
another for it, Deeming this the regular and 


proper mode, in order to procure the action of the | 


ouse, directing that committee to report the 
bill to the House, I offered the resolution, for 
two purposes—one was to indicate my readiness 
to vote for the admission of California without 


connection with any other matters; and the other || 
was to ascertain whether the Speaker had any | 


doubts as to this proposition being in order. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (interposing.) | 


! wish to inquire of the gentleman from New 
York if he drew up that resolution at all? 

Mr. KING. No; the Clerk drew it up. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I desire to make another 


1), 
_ Mr. KING. I desire to answer the first ques- 
tion frst. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Did the gentleman see the | 
resolution until after it was voted upon? 

Mr. KING. I did not. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Was the blank filled up 
until after it was voted upon? 

Mr. KING. IT will state to the gentleman | 
from Georgia the history of my action upon this | 
matter. I rose in my place, and offered a resolu- | 


not vote to put him in || 


|| traordinary proceedings in this House, but simply 
| to offer the following resolution : 


|| Resolved, That the charge made against the Speaker of 
|| this House, of mutilating the journal of this House, by Mr. 
Preston Kina, a member from the State of New York, is, 
by his own statement, without the color of reason or foun- 
| dation. 


Mr. BAYLY said that the resolution met very 
much the objection which he was about to make 
| to the course which the gentleman from South 
|| Carolina [Mr. Hoxmes] had indicated his purpose 
| to pursue. 

Mr. HOLMES said he had withdrawn his res- 
‘olution. . 

Mr. BAYLY continued. He differed as to the 
propriety of withdrawing the resolution, unless 
some such proposition as that indicated by the 
gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Burt} was substituted 
for it, for the reason that a groundless and a base 
'| charge against the Speaker of this House would 
go upon the journal, and would there endure for- 
ever. The refutation of it, which bad been so 
clearly made oat this morning, would live in the 
fleeting pages of the newspapers only. Not only 
as a personal and political friend of the Speaker, 
| but as a member of this body, and a citizen of the 
|| Republic—feeling an interest in the character of its 
| history—he was not willing that the permanent 
| journals of this House should go down to posterity 
| without a decisive vote of condemnation on the 
|| part of the House upon this proceeding—a vote of 


‘| condemnation which should appear side by side 
1 with the charge itself. A baser charge had never 


| been made. 
| The SPEAKER interposed, and was under- 
| stood to caution the gentieman from Virginia [Mr. 


|| Bavty] against the application of terms reflecting 


| upon the motives of a member, 
Mr. BAYLY begged pardon of the House, he 
| said, if he had indulged in any unparliamentary 
language. The feeling which dictated it was a 
natural ane, and he hoped it would be excused. 


{ did not examine the journal, || 
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| The Speaker of the House had been charged wis, 


| gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr 


| carried any further. 
| of it. IT have no ideathat any vote of censure is 


& mutilation of its journal, for a politic : 

it was stigmatized as an after-thought, a orients 
fice, to defeat the views of the gentleman a 
offered the resolution—a charge, than which : 
more criminating one could not possibly be m d ’ 
He (Mr. B.) for one, therefore, could never : 2 
sent to let the matter pass off in this informal Ao 
his own preference would even be, that the hie? 


_ Should be referred to a committee, who migh( ;, 
ght re. 


port upon it, and stamp the matter az it deserved. 
but as he saw that the general feeling of - 
House, indignantly manifested as it had been tae 
averse to treating the matter in so formal a ae 
ner, he would acquiesce in the resolution of the 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, said that he had 
no feeling upon this subject. He was satissied 
(he was understood to*say) that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Kine] had been laboriy,. 
under a misapprehension. He thought that the 
House was now tired of the question—every its 
tleman must be heartily satisfied with the e 
nation which the Speaker of the House had made 
He (Mr. 8.) cordially approved of the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from South Caroling, 


Xpla- 


| {Mr. Burr,] and to get rid of the subject, would 


move the previous question. 

Mr. STANLY rose to inquire whether the res. 
olution was in order? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is pending, 

Mr. STANLY. I inquire whether the regoly- 
tion is in order? 

The SPEAKER said that the resolution was 
clearly in order. 

Mr. STANLY said he could not hear what the 
Speaker said. 

The SPEAKER repeated, that the resolution 
was clearly in order. 

Mr. STANLY. [think the whole business js 
out of order, and that it is not worthy of being 
It is time we should get rid 


going to be passed. Itis not worth it—it is not 


| worthy of debate—no one supposes that the 


Speaker of this House has done any wrong. | 
move that the whole subject be laid upon the table. 
Mr. KAUFMAN begged the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Sranty] to withdraw his 
motion to lay the whole subject on the table. [ 
would be highly unjust to the honorable Speaker 
to pass it by without taking action upon the 
charge. The reputation and character of the 
Speaker would come out untouched and unsullied 
from this malicious accusation. <A resolution 
ought to be passed by this House, that the charge 
is unjust, unfounded, and untrue. 
Mr. SCHENCK rose and addressed the Chair, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion to lay the whole subject on the table, and 
that motion is not debatable. 
Mr. SCHENCK said he knew the motion was 
not debatable. ‘Therefore he had risen to appeal 
to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens,| 
and to the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
Stan y,] to withdraw their respective motions for 
the previous question and to lay on the-table. He 
(Mr. 8.) did not wish to be placed in a false posi- 
tion He wanted to aequit the Speaker. 
The SPEAKER interposed, and asked the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Sranty,} and 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens,| 
whether they withdrew their motions. 
Mr. STANLY withdrew his motion, and 
Mr. STEPHENS waived his motion, for the 
purpose of allowing an explanation to be made by 
Mr. SCHENCK, who eaid, that all he desired* 
was to say a few words in explanation. He was 
satisfied that the matter would result as he had 
supposed it would. From the explanation made 
by the Speaker, he (Mr. S.) believed that the 
Speaker had done nothing but what was right, an! 
nothing but what he ought to have done, He 
Mr. S.) recognized the propriety of the view 
taken by the Speaker of the point of order. This 
House, as a House, knew nothing of the bill 
pending for the admission of California asa State 
into the Union. The Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, originated that bill. It was 
an incident to the consideration of the specialmes- 
sage of the President, and of the debate which 
had arisen upon that message. If the House ter- 
minated the debate on the President's message, 
terminated debate on all the incidents connected 
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with it; and the Committee of the Whole on the 
eate of the Union might report to the House any 
roposition within the rule, which it might think 
roper to report. And it might be that a bill 
‘ight be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. But the bill itself, he 
re ated, originated in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. It was not a matter of 
eeord, and therefore the Speaker was right in de- 
riding that no resolution was in order, making 
wference to that which was exciusively within 
the knowledge of the Committee of the Whole on 
he state of the Union, and was not within the 
ynowledge of the House, Hedid not-know how far 
she gentleman from New York (Mr. Kine] might 
have been misled by his feelings, or by misappre- 
pension. Some alteration had certainly been made, 
though he thought the gentleman was wrong in the 
motive he had charged. “At first sight, therefore, 
he had been in favor of the investigation. He was 
catisied now with the withdrawal of the resoln- 
tion for the appointment of a committee. He 
thought that the House ought to pass some reso- 
jytion--but a resolution only declaring that the | 
Speaker of the House was not liable to any cen- 
eure whatsoever. He did not desire to make out || 
a bil of indictment against the gentleman from | 
New York, [Mr. Kinec,] or any oneelse. That 
yentieman had his feelings—other gentlemen had | 
theirs. He (Mr. S.) regretted that the gentleman 
should have said so much about motives, because 
ie felt satisfied that so far as any charge had been 
made, it could, on being sent to a committee, be 
rerfectly explained. Having heard all the expla- 
nations, both 7 the gentleman from New York, 
who made the charge, and by the Speaker of the | 
House, he (Mr. S.) was satisfied that no censure | 
should be cast upon the Speaker for that which 
hehad done. And he (Mr. S.) was ready to vote 
fora resolution of the character he had indicated. 

But if any resolution was offered in the shape in 

which this now was, keeping up the ball between | 
these gentlemen, he should vote against it. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, who had yield- 
ed the floor to Mr. Scuenck, for the purpose of | 
explanation, now took the floor. He called for | 
the reading of the resolution of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr. ] 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. SCHENCK desired Mr. Stepuens to yield | 
the floor for a moment, to allow him (Mr. 8S.) to 
oferan amendment. — 

Mr. STEPHENS declined to yield, that the | 
amendment might be offered, but yielded that it 
might be read for information. 

And it was read for information as follows: 

Resolved, That after hearing the statement mae by the i| 
Hon. Preston KiNG, a member of this House, and the ex- 
planation of the Speaker, the House is perfectly satisfied 
that there exista no reason for casting censure upon the | 
Speaker; ‘but that he did only what he had a right to do, in | 
the discharge of his duty as a presiding officer, in the cor- 
rection of the Journal. | 

Mr. INGE (Mr. Srepuens further yielding) || 
desired to put a question to the gentleman from || 
New York, (Mr. Kine.] He (Mr. 1.) was willing | 
'o adopt the suggestion of the gentleman from || 
Ohio, (Mr. Scnenck,] if the gentleman from New || 
York would withdraw the charge which he had || 
made against the Speaker. This would settle the | 
whole controversy. If the gentleman would not | 
withdraw the charge, he (Mr. 1.) was not willing | 
to vote for this proposition. If, after the explana- | 
tions which had been made by the Speaker, the 
gentieman would not withdraw the charge, it || 
would be evident that he had not acted under | 
misapprehension, but from a guilty intention; 
but while he thus persisted in the charge, he 
(Mr. 1.) was unwilling to exonerate him from 

censure. He appealed to the gentleman from New 
York to say whether, after the explanations which | 
had been made, he would withdraw the charge? | 

Mr. KING (Mr. Srernens further yielding) | 
took the floor. 

Mr. INGE. I hope the gentleman will respond || 
to my ae ; 

Mr. K NG. { have stated the reasons which, on 
Wednesday, the 13th of March, induced me to offer 
the resolution introduced by me on that day. If 
there was any doubt on the mind of the Speaker, | 





or on the minds of this House, whether that reso- 
lation was in order, then was the time, and there 
was the place, in my judgment, when and where 
the question of order should have been raised. 
The resolution was definite as to the time at 


| to test the question before the House. 


| question of order. Of the fact I have no doubt. I 
| believe that it is nothing but constraint that has || 
| induced it, and gentlemen here who will threaten 
, the existence of this Government, will not hesitate || 


| be taken on the resolution as I offered it. 


| man reiterates the charge. 


| PHENS. 
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resolution should be laid upon the table, to be called | 
up or acted upon whenever the House was ready || 
to terminate debate. If any question of order was || 
to be made, I desired that it should be made at an 


| 
,early day, itis known that the minority of this | 
| House had expressed a determination that the | 
| judgment and the will of the majority should not 
|| be met. 
_ be raised, it should have been raised at the time I | 
_ offered the resolution. 
| of it. 
, was a question of order. 





I say, that if a question of order was to 


That was the last I heard |) 
I understood a few days ago, that there | 
I went to the Clerk, to |) 
ascertain if my motion had been entered. 1 | 
found there had been a change—that the journal || 
had been erased—that the very words—-the only | 
words in which I made the motion—had been | 


| stricken out, and that others had been: substituted | 
| for them. 
| not. 


How and when it was done, I know | 
entertain no doubt in reference to the decla- | 
ration of the Speaker, or to the manner in which | 
it was done. [ say, I entertain no doubt of the | 


truth of that declaration. [ do not make any ques- | 


| tion of veracity with the honorable Speaker of this 1] 


House. I have a high respect for him; but I be- || 
lieve he had violated the record, and I desired | 
[ was | 
deprived of the opportunity of testing it on the || 


to resort to artifice, or any other means, to accom- || 
plish their purposes. | 

Mr. STEPHENS (resuming the floor) called || 
for the reading of the resolution, and of the | 


|amendment suggested by the gentleman from | 


Ohio, [Mr. Sctrenck«.} 1] 
Mr. KING, (continuing.) If there isto be any | 
resolution of censure from any quarter, | hope that |. 
the facts may be ascertained, and that a vote may | 
{|i 
charge—— 
Mr. STEPHENS claimed the floor. 
Mr. KING was proceeding —— 
The SPEAKER said the gentleman from New 


| York was out of order, because the gentleman | 
| from Georgia, [Mr. Steruens,] claimed the floor. 


Mr. INGE. [understand now that the gentle- | 


Mr. KING (turning to Mr. Ince) made a re- 
mark, scarcely heard, but which was understood | 


| to be, Thatis your understanding of it. 
Mr. INGE. There can only be one under- |) 
| Standing of it. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, I claim the 
floor. 
The SPEAKER asserted the right of Mr. Sre- 


The resolution and amendment were then read. | 
Mr. KING asked that the charge might also be | 


| read. || 


And it was read accordingly. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I desire to suggest to the | 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] so | 
to modify his resolution as to strike out the words, 
“according to his own statement.”’ 

Mr. BURT said, that he had not desired to cast 


 f censure upon the gentleman from New York || 
(Mr 


. Kine.] He (Mr. B.) had thought that the | 
best mode to show that the gentleman was mis- 


| taken, was to adopt the language of the resolution. 


Mr. STEPHENS. But the gentleman repeats | 
the charge. 
Mr. BURT said he had no objection to modify | 
the resolution, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens.] 
And the resolution was modified accordingly. | 
Mr. STEPHENS now called for the reading of | 
the resolution as modified. 
And it was read. 
Mr. STEPHENS said he had one or two | 
words to say before submitting the motion which | 


he designed to make. The charge was, that the || 


journal had been mutilated. He apprehended that 
that there had been no mutilation—that there had 
indeed been no change in the record—that there 
had been no change in the journal—none what- 
ever. There had been no erasure of the journal, 


because it was not the Journal of the House until || 


it had been read and approved by the House. It 
was barely, at thie best, a change in the minutes of 





| gentleman from Pennsylvania cannot proceed. 


'| which the debate should be brought to a close. I || proceedings kept by the Clerk, and that minute 
| was content, and so expressed myself, that the || 


ept under the order of the Speaker at that time. 
There was, then, no change—there was no mutila- 
tion; and as he believed that the House was tired 
of the subject, and as the resolution of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina {Mr. Burr] had been 
modified in such a manner as he (Mr. S.) sup- 
posed would meet the approbation of a large ma- 
jority of the members, he would move the pre- 
vious question. 
: Mr. KING asked Mr. S. to withdraw the mo- 
etion. 

Mr. DUER also requested Mr. S. to withdraw 
the motign for a few moments. 

Mr. KING said he rose to a point of order. 

Mr. DUER claimed the floor. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Kine,] states that he rises to a point 
oforder The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. KING. Itis this, whether itis in order 
for any member to take the floor, and then to as- 
sign it only to such gentlemen as he chooses? 

The SPEAKER said, that according to the uni- 
form practice and precedents of the House, a gen- 
tleman might yield the floor to another member. 

Mr. DUER. If the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Srernens,] will waive his demand for the 
previous question, t will pledge myself to renew it 


| in five minutes. 


[Voices in different parts of the Hall, “Do not 


| withdraw.”’ 


Mr. STEPHENS. I think that the House has 
already gotas much light on the subject as it needs. 
If I yield to one gentleman, | must yield to another, 
and another, and so on without limit. I hope, 
therefore, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Dver] will not persist in his request. [ cannot 
withdraw. 

Mr. DUER. Then I rise to a question of order. 
I understand the Speaker to have stated that, ac- 
cording to his impression, there is a course which 
the parliamentary law calls for, and that that is 
the proper course. Now, I make the suggestion 
for the benefit of the Speaker, and all others, 


'| whether it is best to act thus impulsively; whether 


it is best to take, in this sudden manner, the state- 
ment of facts, as the Speaker has given them, and 
whether it would not be better to have a commit- 
tee of investigation, composed of some of the prin- 


‘| cipal men of this House. 


Mr. McCLERNAND rose to a question of 
| order. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Dver.) What is the 
point of order which the gentleman makes? 

Mr. DUER. ‘That the parliamentary law calls 
for a committee of investigation; that that is the 
best mode which can be adopted, so that testi- 
mony may be taken; and that, after deliberate in- 


| quiry, the committee may report the facts for the 


action of this House. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 
with mremark not heard, but the general purport 
of which was understood to be, that there was 
| nothing in the parliamentary law which required 
| the appointment of a committee, or anything else. 


|| Mr. DUER. Then I shall vote against the pre- 
'| vious question, and I hope that it will not be sus- 


| tained by the House. 
| [Vorces. Move to lay the resolution on the 
| table.] 


‘|| Mr. DUER. No, I will not make that motion, 


| Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, made the 
point of order, that no remarks of any kind were 
| now in order. 

| Mr. WOODWARD appealed to the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. Sternens) to withdrew his 


| 


|| motion for two minutes, on his (Mr. W.’s) pledge 


| to renew it. 

| Mr. STEPHENS declined, remarking that he 
| believed a large majority of the House were satis- 
| fied with the resolution as it now stood. 

| So the SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
| seconding the demand for the previous question, 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, desired to 


r. STEVENS. 1 want to put the record 


| say one word. 
a large majority of this House were fully satisfied } {call to order. } 
| right. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can proceed 
by unanimous consent. ’ 
Mr. INGE. | insist upon the question. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The 
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Mr. CLEVELAND rose, and desired to pre- || 
gent, as a point of order, the inquiry whether, if | 
a gentieman rose and offered a resolution, which | 
was out of order, but which was received by the | 
Speaker without any objection on his part, or on | 
the part of the House, the fact of the non-action 
or the non-objection by the Speaker, and by the | 
House, did not legalize the resolution, and make 
it in order? 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 


Mr. SACKETT rose (he said) to ascertain || 


whether there was any charge upon the record, | 
and he asked the reading of the charge. 

The SPEAKER, If there is no objegtion, the 
charge will be read. 

Objection was made. | 

Mr. VAN DYKE rose to inquire of the Chair | 
whether, if the previous question was sustained, 
the effect would be to cut off the amendment of | 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scnenck ?} 

The SPEAKER said there was no amendment | 
er t 

Mr. VAN DYKE inquired whether the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio had not been | 
received ? 

The SPEAKER said it had not. The gentle- | 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Sternens,} who held the | 
floor, yielded it, not for the purpose of allowing 
the gentieman from Ohio [Mr. Scnenck] to offer 
the resolution, but simply that it might be read for | 
the information of the House; therefore the amend- | 
ment was not pending. 

Mr. SCHENCK, (to the Speaker.) Do I un- 
derstand the Speaker to say that my amendment | 
was not received ? 

The SPEAKER answered that the amendment 
was not received, and explained. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Then 1 hope the House will | 
vote down the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. SACKETT. I understand there is no | 
charge upon the record against the Speaker. 

{There was great confusion in the Ha.l.] } 

After order had been partially restored, || 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair states dis- | 
tinctly that there is but one proposition pending, | 
and that is the resolution offered by the gentleman | 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] as subsequently } 
modified by him. The gentleman from Georgia | 
[Mr. Srepuens] yielded the floor for the purpose | 
of having the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Scuenck] read, to see whether he [Mr. | 
Steruens] would allow it to be moved—the gen- || 
tleman from Georgia all the time retaining the | 
floor. The gentleman objected to the amendment, | 
and it was not received; therefore, the only prop- 
osition pending before the House, is the resolution 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, as modified. | 

And the question, ** Will the Hlouse second the | 
demand for the previous question?’ was then 
taken, and decided in the negative—oyes 73, noes 
94. 

So there was no second. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he would occupy 
the floor but a very few moments. 

Mr. SCHENCK interposed, and appealed to | 
the gentleman to yield, to allow him to offer the | 
amendment which had been read. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he would yield if 
he did not thereby lose his right to the floor, 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from | 
Illinois yield the floor ? 

Mr. WENTWORTH replied that he did, for 
the simple purpose of allowing the gentleman from || 
Ohio now to offer his amendment to the resolution. | 

Mr. SCHENCK then moved the following as 
e substitute for the resolution of Mr. Burt, viz: | 

Resolved, That after hearing the statement made by the | 
Hon. Preston King, a member of the House, and the expla- 
nation of the Speaker, the House is perfectly satisfied that 
there exists no reason for casting censure upon the Speaker; 
but that he did only what he had a right to do in the proper 
discharge of his duty, as presiding officer, in the correction | 
of the journal. 

Mr. WENTWORTHI said, after the explana- 
tion of the Speaker, he was willing to go as far as 
any man on this floor in exonerating him from | 
any wrong in the matter complained of by the | 
gentleman from New York. Indeed, it occurred to | 
him that the whole difficulty grew out of a mis- 
understanding upon a point of order. He remem- 
bered well the introduction of the resolution by | 
the gentleman from New York, and his memory | 
was strengthened by the very singular course of | 
that gentleman in relation to the resolution, He | 
had hardly introduced it, before he moved to lay |, 


|| it on the table himself. The singularity of this | 


|| Speaker understands it, and as | understand it, is 


| California message of the President, and make no 


| going, as honest as I believe the Speaker in his 
|| intentions, to give any vote that can be construed, | 
'or even misconstrued, into the least pase of | 











proceeding struck him very forcibly then, and | 
from that day to this, he had never been able to | 
understand his motives in thus disposing of a | 
resolution which he deemed it necessary to intro- | 
duce. But he had a right to dispose of it as he | 
pleased, and also a right to have it go upon the 
journal as he wrote it. He wanted it to go on 
the journal exactly in that way, and complains 
that it did not. The Speaker acknowledges that | 
he gave orders for the change. As to the facts, | 
then, there is no difference between the parties. | 
The question then arises, did the Speaker do | 
wrong in doing as he did? The answer must be | 
determined by the consideration of a point of 
order. The gentleman from New York wished to | 
close the debate on the bili which he considered is 
now before the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, when that committee, as the 


now considering the California message only, and 
this House officially knows of no bill being before 
the committee. What do your journals show? 
They show that we go into commitiee on the | 


allusion to a California bill. What does your 
chairman say, when he takes his seat? He says, 
the first thing in order is the California message, 
and says nothing of any bill. What does he say 
when he reports to the House? He says the com- 
mittee has had under consideration the President’s | 
message in relation to California, and says nothing | 
of a California bill. The House has referred no 
California bill to the committee, and there is no 
knowing yet that the committee will ever consider 
any California bill. Itmay take up a joint resolu- 
tion, or it may take up (as some are desirous of 
doing) an omnibus bill, disposing of all our new ter- 
ritories together. ‘To be sure, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin has given notice of his intention to | 
offer a certain bill, when the debate shall be closed, 
and that bill has been printed for the use of the | 
House. I contend that the gentleman from Wis- 
consin has the control of that bill now, and can | 
withdraw it, if he pleases. It is his bill then, and | 
not the committee’s, and much less does it belong | 
to the House. There is, then, no bill to close the | 
debate upon, nor can any bill be entertained by | 
the committee, until] the debate is closed. The | 
gentleman from New York wanted to stop debate, 
and get the bill before the House; and I would 
like to do so too, if I could. The Speaker, how- 
ever, knowing that the California message was the | 
only thing that debate could be closed upon, na- 
turally concluded that the genfleman intended to 
close debate on the message, and had the journal 
changed to read accordingly. ‘The journal, how- 
ever, is not understood to be mad~ up until it is 
read to the House; and each member is presumed 
to listen and to see if it is correct; and a motion 
to correct or amend the journal is always a privi- 


leged motion. The journal, as it now stands, | 
was read to this House, and no correction was then | 


asked for. Had the Speaker ordered the change 


after the journal had been read to the House, the | 
matter would have been quite different. The | 


whole difficulty arises, then, out of a misunder- 
standing of the Speaker in relation to the intention 
of the gentleman from New York. So believing, | 
I am sincerely desirous to vote for a resolution 
that will exonerate the Speaker, to the fullest ex- 
tent, and there stop. 

The gentleman from New York says the journal 
now neither gives his resolution, nor the intention 


he occupied it, he should free his 
are exciting times. We hear of « chemes and 
continually. Men's suspicions and 





of his resolution; of course, then, he has a right 
to call the attention of the House to the matter, | 
and he has taken his own way to do so. He may 
put a different construction upon the motives of 
the Speaker, from what I do; and in this day of 
free thought and free speech, he has a right to 
make known that construction. And I am not | 


censure upon him, for insisting upon what he be- | 
lieves is right, although I may believe him wrong. | 

Mr. McLANE interposed, and stating that the 
resolution did not propose to censure the gentle- | 





man from New York, |Mr. Kina,] suggested that 
the gentleman from Illinois dispense with his 
remarks upon a vote of censure, until such a vote | 
was proposed to be taken. 
Mr. WENTWORTH said it was hard, amid | 
the general scramble, to get thefloor; and while | 





mind. These 
plots 


were aroused; and he believed that — 


even suspected the Speaker to be wrong. 

of being entitled to censure, he ought tat 
encouraged in. proclaiming his suspicions, The 
House was very much excited, and he feared ih,” 












_— : t 
in its anxiety to do the Speaker justice, it oe 
do a gross wrong to the gentleman from = 


York. He was sorry to hear the intemperan 
language and resolutions. It looked as jf 
was a design to browbeat and censure a de 
friend of the rights of free labor, and one 
ablest men in the free States, because he, in pj 
zeal for free-soil, had dared question the motives 
of a southern Speaker. Sir, censure that maa, 
even constructively, and you kindle a fire through 
the whole North, which theefforts of every man 
on this floor, and in the galleries, and in the ¢ 


ce of 
there 
voted 
of the 


: ity 
cannot allay. Your conduct will be accounted for 
solely with reference to the excitement growing 

g 


out of the question now agitating this House and 
this country. The intemperance of this House 
has already made one political martyr, and doomed 
him to a perpetual seat on this floor. Impeach 

in the remotest degree, the conduct or the motives 
of the gentleman from New York, and you have 
a similar martyr. He stands too high in the affec. 
tions of one of the most patriotic and enlightened 
constituencies in this country, to be injured by any 
opinion you may express of his conduct this day; 
and I believe he is actuated solely by his sense of 
his own duty. 

Much then as 1 would be pleased to exonerate 
the Speaker, I cannot support the resolution of the 
gentleman from South Carolina; and if that rego. 
lution is forced to a vote, I will not vote at all, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, (interposing.) Will my 
colleague allow me to put him a single question: 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman says 
the construction placed upon the resolution of the 
gentleman from New York was perfectly cor- 
rect, does he not? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I say, I so believe, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask if, entertaining 
this opinion, my colleague is willing to let the 
gentleman from New York go, after hearing this 
explanation, made by the Speaker, when he rises 
and reiterates the charge. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. ‘I have nothing to do 
with the conduct or motives of the gentleman 
from New York. He is a Representative upon 
this floor, from the State of New York, and is 
bound to do what he believes to be his duty, and 
is accountable, not to this House, but to his con- 
stituency. ‘Ihe Speaker is our presiding officer. 
His official conduct is arraigned, and | am ready 
to give my vote on that subject, being now the only 
subject before the House. 

A resolution would carry more weight with it, 
and would be more gratifying to the friends of the 
Speaker, as it must be to himself, if drawn so as 
to pass this House unanimously, which it cannot 
do as now worded; and I believe the best way to 
settle this question is,to amend the journals so 
that the resolution of the gentleman from New 
York shall read as he drew it up, and pass a vote 
exonerating the Speaker to the fullest extent, with- 
out any allusion to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. VENABLE. [I think that the discussion 
upon this subject, and everything which haa taken 
place, must be sufficient to convince every gentle 
man that it is impossible to present this matier in 
such a way as to get a unanimous vote upon tt. 
I therefore regret that the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Hormes] has withdrawn his mo- 
tion for a committee. 

Mr. HOLMES, (in his seat.) I renew it. 

Mr. VENABLE. If the gentleman from South 
Carolina will renew his motion to raise a select 
committee of nine members, to investigate this 
charge, 1 shall be extremely gratified. If the 

entleman does not see fit to renew it, hoping that 
T shall not be placed upon that commitiee, | wil 
renew it. . 

Mr. HOLMES rose and renewed his motion for 
the appointment of a select committee of nine 
members to investigate the whole subject. 

The SPEAKER announced the first question 0 
be upon this motion, , 

Mr. VENABLE. I wish to be heard upon this 
subject for a moment. I am satisfied that the 
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Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (interposing, 





arresting of the discussion in Committee of the | and Mr. Roor yielding.) The gentleman from 


to be brought to a vote upon the || Whole on the state of the Union, and the bring- 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. || ing this question of the admission of California be- 
scuence,] I would move to amend it, so as to de- | fore the 


ouse. 


care that the Speaker did not only what was his || House, it is due to the country, it is due to truth, 
right, but what was his duty. I would put in the || thata committee should be raised, and all the facts 


word duty. 


jis remarks across the hall to Mr. Venasie, 
ps not to be audible at the reporter's desk on the 
itr. VENABLE, (continuing.) I will not | 
trespass upon the patience of the House, but I 
desire simply to make myself understood. I say 
nothing about the motives of any individual, but | 
| call the attention of the House to the fact, | 


| 


Mr. SCHENCK interposed with a word or || 
two of explanation of his amendment, directing | country and vindicate the 


be elicited, and that those facts should appear in 
the form of a report which should go forth to the 
ker—as | know 


so | they would vindicate, even from the breath of 
suspicion. 
|| before the country—with the view to stop the 


And with the view to vindicate him 


mouth of any man who may rise up and say that 
we wish to stop the discussien and cover up thé 


| facts—I wish the whole case to be investiga- 


ted by a committee, whose report will go upon 
| the record,and show that itis an unjust, an un- 


that the gentleman from New York gravely rose || founded imputation against the Speaker, and that 


this morning and charged the Speaker of this | 
House with mutilating the record of the House, | 
or directing it to be mutilated by one of the under 
clerks. After the full, clear, satisfactory explana- 
nation of the facts, made by the Speaker this 
morning, my friend from Alabama [Mr. Ince] 
rose and called upon the gentleman from New 
York to know whether he retracted the charge. 
The gentleman from New York rose, and with a 
virulence seldom equalled in this House, reiterated 
the charge, and charged upon the Speaker a design 
to practice upon the House an artifice to prevent 
this subject from coming before the House. 

Mr. BURT, (interposing, and Mr. V. yield- 
ing.) The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
oe asked me to withdraw the resolution 
which | offered. 

Mr. VENABLE. Not at all—I do not ask | 
the gentleman to withdraw his resolution. That | 
will go to the committee along with the whole 
matter. : 

Mr. BURT. 





of the gentleman from New York had been shown 
to be wholly unfounded; and from the belief of the | 
fact, which seemed to be conceded on all hands, | 


that the charge arose from some misconception on || 


the part of that gentleman. 
cut off investigation. 
object of my resolution to cast censure upon the 
gentleman from New York. It was apparent on 


I have no purpose to 


rise in his place, and say there is the slightest 
foundation for the charge, I will instantly with- 
draw the resolution. 

Mr. Byrr paused, and no member rese to re- | 
spond to his appeal. | 

Mr. ROOT rose and addressed the Chair. | 

Mr. VENABLE claimed his right tothe floor. | 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from | 
North Carolina [Mr. Venasie] give way to the | 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Root ?} | 

Mr. ROOT. I do not wish to interrupt the gen- | 
tleman. I thought he had concluded. 

Mr. VENABLE. Do you want to answer the | 
question of the gentleman from South Carolina, | 
(Mr. Burr? 

Mr. ROOT. I do not wish to interrupt the gen- 
tleman. ' 

Mr. VENABLE, (resuming.) As I before re- | 
marked, | am ready to vote for the proposition of | 
the gentleman from South Carolina, to refer this | 
whole subject to a select committee; and the indi- 
cations that there is a difference of opinion among | 
members, as to what resolution should be adopted, | 
isthe reason why I proposed that this subject | 
should go to a committee. 

I say it should be referred to a committee for | 
the further reason stated by the gentleman from | 
Virginia, (Mr. Bayty;] agrave charge has been | 
made against the presiding officer of this House— | 
acharge which would go down to future history | 
upon the record. That charge should be met; and | 
if there is the shadow of justification for it, the 

roof should appear on the record; and if the 
peaker of this House has been injured—if he has 
en misrepresented—as I know he has been | 


injured and misrepresented—the facts which vin- | 


dicate him ought to go upon the record of the | 
House. He has been c oe not only with mu- 
lilating the record, but more—that he 


I wish to say that I should not | 
have offered the resolution, had it not been for my | 
belief, and for the belief which seemed to be indi- || 
cated upon the part of the House, that the charge | 


I stated that it was not the | 


|| to ask him one question ? 


done it | 


| we are determined—whoever the individual may 
| be that makes the charge—that the whole truth 
| shall come out. 
I wish to make a “ martyr’ of nobody—the 
days of martyrdom are past. I should have been 
| quite amused, were it not too grave a subject,atthe 
| menace thrown out by the gentleman from Illinois 
| (Mr. Wenrwortn,] that if we passed this resolu- 
| tion we should make a martyr of the gentleman 
| from New York, as we had already done of one 
gentleman by a resolution of censure, and that it 
| would raise such a storm at the Northas we have 
| not before seen. I care neither for the menace nor 
the storm. No man ever fears the truth, who has 


| the heartof a man in his bosom. Truth isa terror 


| only to those who are conscious of the weakness 
of their cause. 


| 
; 


| 


It is due to the Speaker of this | 


{| 
i| 


New York stated this morning that his resolution 
was to stop debate upon the California bill. The 
resolution, as put on record by the Clerk origi- 
nally, was to stop debate upon the message and 
the bill, and was not as the gentleman from New 
York now states he made the motion. So it is 
oe that it was a mistake of the Clerk alto- 
ther. 


Mr. ROOT (continuing) said, the gentleman 


|| from Tennessee could draw what inferences he 


pleased as to the fact. He (Mr. R.) had only 


|, stated, that the gentleman from New York had 
| made the motion in this particular form, and that 


| he had been at a loss at first to know what the 


| gentleman expected to gain by offering his rese- 


‘| lution, and then moving to lay it on the table. 


Mr. BAYLY (interposing, and Mr. R. yield- 
ing.) The gentleman from Ohio is an experienced 
parliamentarian, and [ desire to ask him whether 
the resolution, as entered upon the journal, and as 
made by the gentleman from New York, does not 
effect precisely the same object? Such is the fact. 

Mr. ROOT replied, that he was not sufficiently 
experienced in parliamentary rules to know pre- 
cisely what would be the eflect of the two differ- 
ent forms of the resolution. His own opinion 
was, that it was not in order, as offered by the gen- 


| tleman from New York, and he had expected to 


| I trust that the committee will be raised, and | 


that all the facts will be brought fairly before the 
_country. I trust the gentleman from New York 


|| will be heard, and that the whole case will be placed 
I feel no apprehension for the | 


upon the record. 
reputation of the Speaker. 

Mr. ROOT (imperfectly heard) was understood to 
say, as it was very possible that he might feel con- 


|| Strained to vote against any one of the resolutions 


he had heard read, he wished to state one or two 
reasons which would influence him. Sitting near 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Kine,} as he 
did, he thought he could understand perfectly well 
how this mistake had arisen on his part, and 


| how, if there had been a mistake on the part of 
|| the Speaker, that mistake had arisen. 
the face of the resolution, that it was not so intend- |! 
ed; but if there is one member in this House || 
beside the gentleman from New York, who will | 


observed that the gentleman from New York rose 
and made a motion to stop the debate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. He 
(Mr. R.) had supposed, as the Speaker had sup- 
posed, that the resolution was in the usual form; 
, but the gentleman’s pertinacity in respect to it had 
| ee him to make the inquiry of the gentleman, 
| what he gained by offering a resolution, and then 
| moving to lay his own resolution on the table, 
and he had subsequently ascertained that the ob- 


| hear the Speaker decide that it was not in order. 


| His own opinion was, that it would not be in order 
| in the House to propose any action upon the bill 
in committee, or to make any reference to it; and 
| he had supposed that the Speakar would so decide. 
| When the Speaker had come to hear the jour- 
nal read, as made up by his clerk, he had found that 
the resolution varied from the usual form of similar 
resolutions, and had directed that the alteration 
should be made. He had nothing to say about 
the motives which had influenced the Speaker. 
He believed it better in every respect that this 
| whole matter should be sent to a committee, so 
| as to enable the House to arrive at a true knowl- 
| edge of the facts, and to make a satisfactory dis- 


posal of the whole thing. But he had no idea of 


|| voting any censure upon the gentleman from New 


He had || 


| York, [Mr. Kine,] for if the gentleman had been 
| understood by the Chair, then was the time, as 
| the gentleman had stated, for the Speaker to have 
| declared that the resolution was not ta order. 


Mr. PRESTON KING interposed, and in- 


quired whether a motion to insiruct the Commit- 


| 
| 


| 
tion? 
| 
; 


_ ject of the gentlenfan had been to stop debate upon | 


| the bill. 
| Now, his opinion was, that if the Speaker had 


understood the gentleman from New York as the || 


/ gentleman intended to be understood, and as he 
(Mr. R.) failed to understand him, he would have 
| declared his resolution out of order. He was 


it of him. But the Speaker, he (Mr. R.) sup- 
| posed, had not, at the time the resolution was 


| nary resolution to stop debate. 
| seems, had taken down the original resolution pre- 
| cisely as it was worded by the gentleman from 
| New York. 

| Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, (interposing.) Will 
| the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Root] permit me 
Did not the Speaker, 
| upon the gentleman from New York rising to 
| offer the resolution, ask the gentleman from New 
York to reduce it to writing; and did not the gen- 
tleman reply, that the Clerk would do it, and that 
| it was in the usual form? 

Mr. ROOT replied, that he had no recollection 
that such was the fact, nor did he believe it to 
have been the fact. The Chair might have re- 
| quested the gentleman from New York to state his 
| motion in writing, but he had not. He (Mr. R.) 
did not believe that the Speaker had had any idea 
rea it varied from the ordinary form of similar 


j 
| 





resolutions; but he knew that the gentleman had | 


stated it differently from the ordinary motions. 


| 


| tee of the Whole on the state «f the Union, to ter- 
| minate debate on the bill, was notin oder under 
the rules, though it might not be a privileged ques- 


Mr. ROOT replied that the resolution of the 
| gentleman had been offered as a privileged mo- 
tion. 


i Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interposed, 


and (the floor having been yielded by Mr. Roor) 
said he wished to put one question to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. ‘The gentleman had said that he 


| understood the motive of the gentleman from 


New York, (Mr. Kuine,] in putting his reselu- 


|| tion in the form in which he had presented it, 


| would the gentleman be so good as to inform the 


|| House what was that motive? 
| willing to say that of the Speaker—he believed | 


j 
i 


| 
| 


| Mr. ROOT replied that the gentleman had mis- 
| understood him. His statement had been, that 


|; he had inquired of the gentleman from New York 
| offered, thought that it varied at all from the ordi- || 
The Clerk, it | 


{Mr. Kine] what he expected to accomplish by 
offering a resolution, and immediately moving to 
lay his own resolution on the table. The gen- 
tleman had replied that he wished to indicate 
his desire in reference to the California bill. Now, 
| he could very readily believe that the Speaker’s 


4| intentions had been proper in this respect; for he 





supposed that the Speaker had understood the 
| resolution to be in the ordinary form. If he had 
| understood it as the gentleman from New York of- 
| fered it, he would undoubtedly have ruled it out of 
| order at the time. When the Speaker came to 
hear the journal read, finding that the resolu- 
tion had been offered in a different form, he had 
| directed the correction to be made, acting no 
| doubt honestly. Yet he did not think that the 
| entleman from New York, with the view which 
e had had, was deserving of censure; nor 
| woukd he (Mr. R.) vote for any resolution of cen- 
| gure. 
Mr. PRESTON KING (interposing) said he 
| desired to ask the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
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Root] one question. Allusion had been made to 
the usual form of these resolutions. He desired 
to ask the gentleman from Ohio if the usual form, 
as printed and Jaid upon the Clerk’s table, did not 
expressly, in print, use the word ‘bill?’ That 
word was not written in the resolution either by 
— (Mr. K.) or by the Clerk, but it was 
printe . 

Mr. ROOT replied, he supposed that might be 
the usual form; but he believed it was not usual; 
and his own opinion was, that it was not in order, 





to direct the Committee of the Whole on the state | 


of the Union to close debate on any of the inci- 
denis of the reference. When a measure was 


House officially know what these resolutions 
were? He thought it was unusual to refer, in a 


resolution proposing to terminate debate, to any | 


incidents of the reference. 
Mr. INGE, remarking that he believed the 


House was tired of this discussion, and that noth- || 


ing would be gained by further continuing it at 
present, demanded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER announced, that if the demand 
for the previous question was seconded, the ques- 
tion would first be on the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Hoxmes,] to 
refer the whole matter to a committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL inquired of the Chair, wheth- 
er, In case the previous question was sustained, it 


_ would bring the House directly to a vote on the || 
motion to commit, or upon the proposition of the | 


gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuenck /} 

The SPEAKER stated that the first question 
would be on the motion to commit. If that was 
negatived, the question would then recur upon the 
resolution of the other gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Burr.] 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked for the 
reading of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Scnencx ] 

It was read accordingly. 

Mr. SCHENCK modified his proposition as 
follows: 

Resolved That after hearing the statement made by the 
Hon. Presron Kino, a member of this House, and the ex- 
planation of the Speaker, the Ilouse is perfectly satistied 


that there exists no reason for casting censure upon the | 
Spenker, but that he did only what it was rightand proper | 
for him to doin the discharge of his duty, as a presiding offi- | 


cer, in the correction of the Journal. 


Mr. STEPHENS. With that modification, I | 


trust the matter will not be committed. 
Mr. BAYLY inquired of the Speaker whether 


the previous question, if sustained, would cut off 
the motion to refer ? 


The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 


The question was then taken on the demand for | 
the previous question, and was decided in the af- | 


firmative. 

So there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

W hich main question was on the resolution of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Honmes,] 
referring the whole subject to a committee of nine 


members, with instructions to investigate the same, | 


and make a report to the House. 
Mr. INGE said that, with the permission of the 


entieman from South Carolina, [Mr. Hotmes,] 


v6 (Mr. 1.) would suggest to the gentleman so to 


modify it, as to provide that the committee should | 


be appointed by the gentleman now presiding tem- 


vorarily over the deliberations of the House, [Mr. | 


VintTurop. 
Mr. HOLMES said, that if unanimous consent 
were given, he would so modify the resolution. 


No objection having been made, the resolution | 


was modified aceordingly. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, said that the 
resolution of the gentieman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Scnanck,] as modified, would effect every object 
that could be accomplished by the appointment of 
a committee 

Vr. BURT asked the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution; which were refused. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Kine, of 
Rhode Island, and McQueen, of South Carolina, 
were appointed. 

_ And the question was then taken, and decided 
in the affirmative—ayes 9], noes 69. 

So the whole subject was referred to a commit- 

tee of nine members. 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved a reconsideration 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Hl of the vote, and that that motion be laid upon the 
|| table. 


|| Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays, which 

| were refused. 

|: And the question was then taken, and decided 

|, in the affirmative. 

|| So the’ motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

| The following members compose the committee 
appointed under this resolution—Mr. Hotmes, of 

|| South Carolina; Mr. Vinton, of Ohio; Mr. Boro, 

of Kentucky; Mr. Asumun, of Massachusetts; 





Gentry, of Tennessee, and Mr. Ricuanpson, of 
Illinois. 


WOODWORTH ’S PATENT. 


of the morning hour to be the motion heretofore 
made by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Concer,] to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
| to extend the patent for Woodworth’s planing ma- 
chine had been referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

On this motion Mr. Ors was entitled to the 
floor. 
|| Mr. ASHMUN said that the time, technically 
denominated the ‘‘morning hour,’’ had long since 
expired, and he would therefore move that the 
|| House resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
|, on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to. 
| CALIFORNIA. 

So the House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Born, of Kentucky, in the chair,) and re- 


| the President of the United States, transmitting 
the constitution of California, and of the bill hereto- 
| fore reported by Mr. Dory, providing for her ad- 
| mission, as a State into the Union. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, addressed the com- 
mittee. He advocated the immediate admission 
of California; replied to charges of northern ag- 
gression, and unfair expenditures of the revenue, 
to the disadvantage of the South; maintained that 
| the ordinance of 1787, and the Missouri compro- 
| mise, so far from being opposed by the South, re- 

ceived each a majority of southern votes in Con- 
| gress; that the North had always had it in its 

power to defeat the admission of slave States, or 
the acquisition of slave territory, yet they had 

never done it. He alluded to the proposed Nash- 
|| ville Convention as being a scheme for disunion, 
|, and said that the citizens of Nashville would never 
permit a convention for such a purpose to be held 
there. He desired members to cast from them ali 
thoughts of such projects, and rely upon their 
rights as protected by the Constitution. He ad- 
vocated conciliation and harmony. He said that a 
|| dissolution of the Union could not be effected with- 
out civil war. He said he had always been a party 


| proposed, he would stand by this Administration 
|| so long and so faithfully as it stood by the Con- 
stitution, [His speech will be found in the Ap- 
|, pendix. ] 

Mr. H. having concluded, 


| 

| to a motion that the committee rise. 

This motion having prevailed, 

|| Mr. Speaker Coss resumed the chair. 

The chairman of the committee made a report, 
And thereupon, the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 


| presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- | 


|| priate committees: 

|| By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Jabez Brown, and 
|| Thomas C. Giadding, and 52 others, citizens of Rhode Island 
) and Massachusetts, praying for the reduction of postage on 
| prepaid letters, to two cents. 

| By Mr. CHANDLER: The petition of 45 citizens of 
| Philadelphia, asking for a reduction of postage on prepaid 
letters. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Daniel Hoffman and 
24 others, citizens of Jackson county, Ohio, praying Con- 
| gress to award bounty lands to the soldiers of the war of 
| 1812, and the (ndian wars prior to, and since, that time. 

By Mr. HIBBARD. The petition of Silas M. Pendeyter 
and others, citizens of Bartlett, New Hampshire, praying for 
a reduction of the rates of postage. 


By Mr. MOORE: A petition of James R. Brown and. 


other citizens of the western States, asking a reduction in 
the present rates of postage. 


Mr. Dory, of Wisconsin, Mr. Srepnens, of | 


: . vas | Georgia; Mr. Srrone, of Pennsylvanian; Mr. | 
before that committee, and resolutions respecting || 


it were proposed in committee, how could the | 


| The SPEAKER announced the regular business | 


‘sumed the consideration of the special message of | 


man; but in the eventof such an issueas had been | 


Mr. ASHMUN obtained the floor, but yielded | 


March 26, 


| 
By Mr. SEDDON: The tion of Be 
Meade and William E. Naeke nee ; aon ~ Linea 
General #verard Meade, for arrears of luterent, — late 
sot’ Virginia, for > John A. Saunders and Reuben Clon 
ens, of Virginia, for allowance of pay due fi ; ni. 
| one lage was with Geant Ratenin. See eating 
y Mr. BINGHAM: The petition of B 
|| of the State of Michigan, for a pension, in commen, 
infirmities ineurred by sepvice in the late war with ‘Grea 





Britain. 
| ByMr. REED: The petition of William V. Day 
| others, citizens of Washington county, Pennsylvani 
ing for such “ modification of the tariff ax stall secure pn 
protection to all the great national interests.”? — 
Also, the petition of John A. Happer and 28 others, fo, tl 
same purpose. a 
| Also, the petition of Dr. John White and 89 others for th 
same purpose. ? . 
Ajso, the petition of J. H. Hopkins and 18) others, 
| samme purpose. 


And jug 
a. Pray. 


1} 

i 
| 
| 


for the 
IN SENATE, 

Tvuespay, March 26, 1850. 
Mr. SHIELDS presented a memorial of ¢ij}. 
zens of Illinois, asking that the public lands ma 
| be granted in limited quantities to actual setilers. 
| which was referred to the Committee on the Puiilic 
;, Lands. 
| Mr. COOPER presented eleven petitions, ny. 
_merously signed by citizens of the State of Pen). 
sylvania, asking that the office of chaplain in the 
| public service may be abolished; which were re. 
| ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
|| _ Also, the memorial of the Philadelphia Board of 
1 Trade, asking a reduction of the rates of postage; 
‘| which was referred to the Committee on the Posi 
| Office and Post Roads. 
| Also, two memorials of citizens of Delaware 
|| county, in the State of Pennsylvania, asking that 
a Bureau of Agriculture may be established in one 
| 


lic 


| 


of the Executive departments of the Government; 
which were referred to the Commitee on Agri. 
culture. 

Also, a petition of manufacturers, mechanics, 
and other citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
asking that the act of February 26, 1845, exiend- 
ing the patent of Wm. Woodworth, for a planing 
machine, may be repealed; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, of citizens of Pennsylvania and Lela- 
ware, asking a reduction in the rates of postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Pittsburg, Alle- 
ghany county, in the State of Pennsylvania, ask- 
ing the erection of a custom-house, post-oilice, 
and court-house at that place, and setting forth 
their belief that alot of ground owned by the 
United States, which yields no rent to the Gov- 
ernment, could be advantageously sold at this 
time, and the money received would purchase a 
suitable site for such erection; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. ‘ 

Also, of citizens of Mercer county, Pennsylvania, 
asking the adoption of measures for the settlement 
of international difficulties; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of the State of 
| Pennsylvania, interested in the manufacture of iron, 
|| asking an increase of duties on foreign iron; which 
|| was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
| Also, a petition of citizens of Susquehanna 
|| county, in the State of Pennsylvania, asking that 


|| slavery and the slave-trade may be expressly pro- 
| hibited by law in all the territories of the United 
States; which was received, and ordered to lie on 
the table. é 

|| Mr. CLEMENS presented the petition of John 
| H. Atkinson and other citizens, residing in the 
slaveholding States, asking that the blessings of 
slavery may be extended, and setting forth that 
slavery, as it now exists, is of Divine origin; that 
its existence is coeval with the existence of society; 
| that it has been established by God himself, and 
‘sustained and promulgated by the patriarchs, 
| prophets, and apostles—of the truth of which, the 


i} 


Scripture contains sufficient testimony. Nouwh, 
speaking by inspiration, said unto Ham, the father 
of Canaan, ** Cursed be Canaan; a servant of 
servants shall he be unto his brethren,” (Gen., ch. 
| 9, v.25.) Moses, by Divine authority, established 
| slavery forever: ** Both thy bondmen and thy 
| © bondmaids, which thou shalt have, shall be of the 
| “heathen that are round about you; of them shall 
| © ye buy bondmen and bondmaids,” (Leviticus, 
| ch. 25, v. 44.) After quoting like authorities, the 
|| petitioners say that, ‘* thus sustained, they view 
|) “the institution of slavery as of Divine appoint: 
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ment,and behold with sorrow and regret that 
‘there are portions of this Union that not only 
s geek to abrogate it where it now happily exists, 
‘put even propose to exclude it from our newly- 
:acquired territory; and therefore earnestly pray 
‘that the institation of slavery may not only be 
.guthorized in the my ye territories, but 
‘that its blessings may be extended over that por- 
‘tion of the Union whose inhabitants have placed 
‘themselves beyond the pale of its blessings, and 
cwho, by 80 doing, are living in daily violation of 
‘the laws of God;"’ which was received, and or- 
‘dered to lie on the table, 

Mr. BORLAND presented two petitions of cit- 
zens of Hempstead county, Arkansas, asking 
ihe establishment of a mail-route from Washing- 
ion, in that State, to intersect the routes from 
Camden, Arkansas, to Homer, in Louisiana; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Ofice and Post Roads, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of the State of Arkansas, asking the construc- 
“ion of a road from the Mississippi river to the 
Pacific ocean, and setting forth the advantages 
which would result from constructing a road from 
Memphis, or some other point on the Mississippi 
river, to Monterey, over all other plans; that it 
would be 1,000 or 1,500 miles nearer than Whit- 
ney’s route; and being in an open climate, would 
have thead vantage of open communication through- 
out the year, and is several thousand miles nearer 
than the route by the lathmus, and ask that a 
competent corps of engineers be immediately or- 
dered to survey a route from the Mississippi river, 
via Santa Fé or El Paso, to some suitable terminus 
on the Pacific; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill to revive, 
and continue in force for a limited time, the pro- 
visions of an act relative to suspended entries of 
public lands, reported back the same, without 
amendment. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the documents 
relating to the claim of H. I. McClintock, Harri- 
son Gill, and Mansfield Carter, for services at the 
Nemeshaw agency for the Sac and Fox Indians, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of the Christian party of the 
Menomonee Indians, asking to be paid for theirland, 
according to the quantity ceded, and to exchange 
the land given by the treaty east of the Mississippi 
river, for land west of Lake Pepin, or east of 
Green bay, asked to be discharged from the fur- 


ther consideration of the same; which was con- 
curred in. 


} 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following, which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for allowing to the States in which the public lands are sit- 
uated, the same per centage upon the sales of such lands for 
military bounty land warrants as upon similar sales for cash, 
in accordance with the spirit and meaning of the compacts 
with those States. 

Mr. FELCH submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Revolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roails he instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
lablishing a mail-route from Mount Clemens.in Macomb 
“unty, via Ashleyville, to Algonac, in St. Clair county, 
Michigan. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday by 
Mr. Bert, was taken up and adopted: 
tooled, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
‘nquire and report whether any and what arrangement or 
*gislation is necessary to effect a more prompt and proper 
execution of the printing of Congress. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. IF there be no fur- 
ther morning business, the resolutions lying over 
will be taken up in the order in which they come. 
Rye KING. Before that is done, I will mention 
‘hat an adverse report, in the case of F. B. Stock- 
‘on, was laid on the table at my suggestion. I now 
awe to take up that report, and recommit it to the 

ommittee on Naval Affairs. : 
RI {tera brief conversation between Measrs. BER- 

EN and YULEE, the two adverse reports were 





recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, | 


together with a paper presented by Mr. Beraren. |) and ne VICE ordered. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr, 
Dover, of Wisconsin, on the 28th of January, 
was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to 
communicate to the Senate a statement, showing the num- 
ber of acres of land within the presentarea of we Milwaukee 
land-disyrict, the number of acres sold, and the quantity re- 
maiuing unsold ; as also a statementot the amount received 
for the sale of public lands situated within the present limits 
of said district, discriminating between the amount paid tor 
such lands in the office at Green Bay, and that paid at Mil- 
waukee, since the establishment ofthe land-oifice at the 
latter place. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Water on the 28th of January, was taken up | 


and adopted: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be directed, if in his 
power, to communicate to the Senate a statement, showing 
the extent and value of the commerce on Lakes Ontario, Erie, 
Huron, Michigan, and Superior, exhibiting the amount of 


tonnage of American vessels, whether propelled by wind or | 


steam, engaged in this commerce ; the aggregate cost of such 
vessels, the number of mariners employed on board, and the 
annual expense of manning and working the vessels, with 


the nuinber of passengers transported therein, and the annual | 
value of that branch of trade; also, such information in re- | 


gard to the tonnage, &c., of the British shipping on these 


several lakes, as may be in the possession of the department || 


under his charge. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Yuree on the 4th of February, was taken up and 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing a suita- 
bie depdt at Key-West for supplies and fuel for the use of the 
navy. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Cremens on the 4th of February, was taken up 
and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a na- 
tional foundry in the State of Alabama. 


REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Wuitcoms, on the 6th February, was taken up 
for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to transinit to the Senate, copies of all charges or 
complaints made or exhibited for tie removal of J. D. G. 
Nelson from the oftice which he recently held of receiver of 
public moneys at Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I would suggest to the mover 
of this resolution the propriety of allowing it to 
await the action of the Senate on the resolution of 


the Senator from Maine, (Mr. Brapsury,] now 


under discussion, and which has, | believe, been 
made the special order for Thursday next. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. I would cheerfully await 
the action of the Senate on the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Maine, were it not that | am 
very apprehensive that we shall have no action 
upon it, or, at all events, until such a period as 
will make it useless for the purpose I have in 
view. This is a particular case, and | am anxious 
to have tbe action of the Senate upon it imme- 
diately. The individual to whom the resolution 
has reference, has no objection to his removal from 
office; he fully expected it upon the change of 
Administration; but as it has been announced to 
the public, that no removals would be made unless 
for fraud or inefficiency, he is anxious to have it 
established before the coantry thathe was removed 
for no such cause. 

Mr. BERRIEN. It must be perfectly obvious 
to the Senate that this resolution involves precisely 
the same question, on a more limited scale—be- 
cause confined toa single individual—as the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Maine. Unless, therefore, 
the Senate is disposed to commit itself, by a decision 


upon this individual case, as to the action which it || - 


will take upon the vast mass of cases involved in 
the motion of the Senator, from Maine, | should 
hope the action of the Senate will not be had upon 
the present motion. Since I cannot prevail upon 
the Senator from Indiana to suspend action upon 
his motion, with a view to await the general dis- 
cussion, which | hope will be#terminated in the 
course of the present week—for I believe that is 
the general desire of Senators—I move to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. WHITCOMB called for the yeas and nays, 


‘which were ordered. 


Mr. CHASE. Will the Senator from Georgia 
withdraw the motion to lay on the table for a mo- 
ment. 
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It cannot be done; the yeas 





























Mr. BERRIEN, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It can be done by 
the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

The motion to lay on the table was then, by 
unanimous consent, withdrawn. 

Mr. CHASE. | should be exceedingly glad if 
I should be abie to prevail upon my frend from 
Indiana to withdraw this motion at this time. It 
seems to me that it is due to Senators on this 
side of the chamber, who have not had an oOppor- 
tunity of discussing, except so far as it has been 
discussed by the gentleman from Connecticut, 
(Mr. Saita,] the general question embraced in 
these resolutions, that they should have an oppor- 
tunity todo so. i should be exceedingly unwil- 
ling to be compelled to vote to lay this resolution 
on the table, for as far as | am at present advised, 


| I recognize the principle involved in the resolution; 


and at the same time, it seems to me but a matter 
of justice to the gendemen who have expressed 
their intention to discuss the general question, that 
_they should have an opportunity of discussing it 
| before the vote is taken. I| trust, therefore, that 
my friend from lodiana will withdraw the motion 
for the consideration of his resolution at the prea- 
/ ent time, and permit it to lie over unul the Senate 
shall decide upon the question involved in the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine. 
Mr. BELL. | should like, with the permission 
that this motion 
| should be postponed to some future day, not very 
remote, and then the resolution of the Senator from 
Maine can be passed upon on Thursday, and if 
any gentleman wishes to continue the discussion 
of the question involved im it, he can do it by call- 
ing up this resolution. Wath regard to my own 
| personal convenience, I should be much gratified 
if the Senator from Indiana would consent to such 
a course. I had proposed, with the indulgence of 
the Senate, to address the Senate at some length 
on the question involved in the resolution of the 
Senator from Maine; but | should have some eim- 
barrassment in doing so with the present disposi- 
tion of the Senate to dispose of that resolution 
immediately. But if this resolution, involving the 
same question, were permitted to lie over, |, and 
any other gentleman wishing to address the Senate 
on the question, would have an opportunity of 
doing it after the vote had been taken on the res- 
olution of the Senator from Maine. 1 hope that 
the Senator from Indiana will, therefore, consent 
to that course. 
Mr. WHITCOMB. Independent of this, I 


have one or two other resolutions, involving the 


| same question, on the list, but | will, nevertheless, 


rece ET 
$e 


consent to the motion to postpone. 

The further consideration of the resolution was 
then postponed to ‘Tuesday next. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Wuirtcoms on the 18th of February, was next 
taken up: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate on what day, since the last ses- 
| sion of Congress, John Webster was removed from tie post 

of pilot on board a revenue cutter on the lakes, the date of 
the order for his removal, and the day on which his pay as 
such pilot ceased ; also, that he cause to be Wansmitted to 
the Senate copies of all charges, « omplaints, or papers (if 
any) exhibited against the said John Webster, and to inform 


| the Senate whether he has had an opportunity of being heard 
thereon. 


| .Mr. WHITCOMB. I should wish to have this 
resolution acted on at once, as it invoives other 
questions than that embraced in the resolution just 
passed over. : 

Mr. DAWSON. I wish to ask the Senator the 
| question, by whom are the pilots appointed ? 
Mr. WHITCOMB. They are appointed by 
| the President, are they not? 
Mr. DAWSON. I think not. 
| Mr. WHITCOMB. I do not see the pertinency 
| of the Senator’s inquiry. 
| Mr. DAWSON. I do not think the President 
| has the appointing power. 
| Mr. WHITCOMB. The pilots are appointed 
by an officer under him, and therefore the infor- 
mation must come through him. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the Senator permit me 
to ask where this pilot is? 
| Mr. WHITCOMB. On one of the upper lakes. 
| If there is any strong objection to the resolution, 
| Jet it lie over to next Tuesday. 
The resolution was then laid over accordingly. 

FUNERAL OBSEQUIES. 

| The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
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Cuar on the Ith of February, next came up in 
order: , 

Resolved, That in future, when a member of Congress 
dies, and has been buried in the vacation, the Benate will 
not feel itwelf called upon to extend to the memory of the | 
deceased the honors and ceremonies which have been of 
Jate years usually awarded, but will restrict itself hereafter, 
in the appropriation of these honors and ceremonies, to 
cases of the death of members during the session of Con- 
gress. . 

Mr. FOOTE. I suppose that resolution can 
now be acted upon. 

Mr. DICKINSON. The Senator who offered 
it is not in bis seat. 

Mr. FOOTE. It has been very fully discussed, 
and | suppose there will be no opposition to it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I am by no means sure of 
that; Lam not sure that this resolution ought to 
pass; | rather think itought not. Suppose a case, 
that a member of this body should die on the last 








Senate, would you proceed to the transaction of 
the ordinary business, without paying any respect || 
to his memory? I anprehend not; and yet such | 
would be the rule if this resolution should pass. 
Mr. FOOTE. _ If there is any probability of the 
resolution being hazarded, by its adoption being 


| 
} 


| ferred on him by Jaw; and | am arxious to know 
_whether or not he has appointed officers not pro- 
| vided for by law, what salary has been paid to 
| them, and what transfer has been made from the | 


|| has been made by that officer, to either branch of 


Congress, that covers the information desired by 
my resolution. If there has been any such re- 
port, I will not, of course, press the motion. Ido 
not desire to embarrass that officer, but rumor 
assigns to him the exercise of a power not con- 


different bureaus of clerks, without the authority | 
of law. I imagine this object cannot be so well | 
attained, as in the shape proposed in the resolution 

which | have proposed; and | would therefore | 


| prefer, if there is no serious objection, that it be | 


adopted. 


| if the gentleman does not object to the amendment. 
of November, two doys before the meeting of the | 


Mr. BELL. I do not Sbject to the resolution, || 


Mr. BRIGHT. I shall notobjectto it. Asan | 


_amendment to the entire resolution, I will accept it. 


| Senator from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Bexr,] that this | 


pressed at this time, and in the absence of the | 


Senator from Kentucky, let it be postponed. 1 
thought that it was the general inclination to adopt 
the resolution, and therefore that it had better be 
acced upon at once, 7 

Mr. BERRIEN, I had precisely the same 
view as the Senator from Mississippi, and I be- | 
heve that the general impression of the Senate is | 
in favor of the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. KING. Let it lie over. 

Mr. BERRIEN. [ am quite content that it 
should be passed over. 

The resolution was then passed by accordingly. | 


PROFESSOR JOHNSON ON COAL. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Boxnianp on the 30th January, was taken up: 

Reowe!, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is | 
hereby, directed to purchase, for the use of the Senate, 
copes of Professor Walter R. Johnson’s recent work, en- 
tufed “The Coal Trade of British America, with researches 
on the characters and practical values of American and | 
foreign coals: Provided, That the cost of said work shall 


not exceed —— a copy. 
On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the resolution 
was laid upon the table. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


The following resolution, submitted by “Mr. || 
Bricur on the 27th February, was next taken up: || 

Resolved, That the 8 eretary of the Interior be directed | 
to report to the Senate, the numberand names of the re- | 
spective clerks, messengers, and all other oflicers, and the || 
compensation of each, who have been employ: d in bis owa 
offive (stating also during what period each bas been em- 





ployed) since the 4th of March, 1849; also, the laws, by | 
authority of which they respectively bave been so em- 
ployed; also, the names and compensation of each clerk || 
or other officer, who has been transterred to his office from |) 
avother department or office of the Government, when so || 
transferred, and by what authority; also, whether any 
clerks or other officers are, or have veen, employed in his 
office, who are now ‘reeviving, or have received, compen- || 
sation (while employed in ins office) as clerks, or officers || 
of any of the bureaus, subordinate to said Secretary, and 
by what authority of Congres -, or otherwise, such clerks or || 
officers are, or have been, so employed in his office. 

Mr. BELL. I believe when my attention was 
first called to this resolution, at the time of its in- || 
troduction, | expressed my opposition to it. - I || 
have, however, had occasion to reflect upon the || 
power and duties of the Secretary of the Interior, I 
in connection with the discharg of his duty, under || 

° . . . } 
the very limited provision made by law for him. || 
I think a full report upon thia whole question, || 
except, perhaps, the names of the officers, will be | 
found in the report from the Secretary of the Inte- | 
rior. But the Senator from Indiana thinks it im- 
portantto have this resolution passed. Of course, 


no one can object to it. 1 think ita pretty hard 


duties, and provide for him no adequate means for 


Mr. DAWSON. 
tor from Indiana, [Mr. Brieurt,] and also to the || 
whole subject, 1 presume, came up in what is called | 
the deficiency bill, in the other branch of Congress, 
and all the information relative to this office has 
been obtained there. I think it will be found, on | 
examination, that the fact of the Secretary of the | 


‘Interior being compelled to employ additional | 
| clerks, without the authority of law, has been | 
| brought up before that bod y—that in the examina- | 


tion of this subject before the House, it was | 


| admitted that the Secretary of the Interior was | 


authority of law. 


|| name a day? 


/tonameaday. Any day that suits the Senator, | 


| the resolutions in their order. 


| every morning. 


| present; but Mr. Brieur intimated that he would 
| call it up on Tuesday next, 


| understand is not occupied by any other special 
|| order. 


compelled to employ additional clerks without the | 
Ihe necessity of that course, | 
has induced the House to adopt and sanction this | 
conduct on his part, because the public interests | 
could not be subserved without their employment; | 
and I think, sir, that, on the examination, all the | 
facts desired by this resolution will be found to | 
have been obtained in the other House. I have 

not seen the documents, but | presume so from the | 
debates in the other.branch of Congress. IL trust | 
the resolution will be passed by for a day or two, | 
that we may examine this matter, and perhaps | 
supersede the necessity of again employing clerks | 
in the very laborious duties that would be necesary | 
in complying with the resolution, and also obviate | 
the necessity of printing over again the informa- | 
tion which we may receive from the House. 1 will 


| take the trouble to examine into the matter myself, 


if the Senator will permit the resolution to be 
passed over for a day or two. 


Mr. BRIGHT. The resolution has already | 


been on the files for some days, but [ will consent | 
| to pass tt over, on the understanding that it shall be 
|| taken up again ina few days. 


Will the Senator | 


Mr. DAWSON. The facts can be very soon | 
ascertained. The whole question was discussed 
in the otherbranch of Congress. I have no desire | 


will suit me. 
posed by the next regular morning for calling up 


Mr. BRIGHT. When will be the next day? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It can be done 


The resoluuon was then passed over for the 


NEW STATES AND TERRITORIES. 


Mr. FOOTE. I move that the territorial bills, 
reported to us yesterday by the Senator from Illi- 
nois, be now taken up for the purpose of being 
made the special order for Friday next, which | 


Seeing the importance of the measure, and 





Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I wish to give 


their performance; and | simply suggest to the || notice to the Senate, that the friends of California 
Senator from Indiana, whethet it would not be || now mean to go into this question. California, 
better that he should accept the amendment that | || sir, is entitled to consideration. She is not to be 


hold in my hand, to give an opportunity to the || 
Secretary to report on another branch of the same | 
subject. 

The amendment was read, and was understood 
to be a call for a more extensive answer as to the 
authority by which the Secretary of the Interior 
discharges the duties of that office. _ 





by the committee, and I, as a friend to the admis- 
| sion of that State, mean, from this time forth, to 
| contend that she shall be brought before the Senate 
| and acted upon. 


I object to taking up the terri- 
torial bills 


fore the admission of the State is 





Mr. BRIGHT. I am not aware that any report | 


| would suggest to the Sena- || 


I can obtain the information pro- || 
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| 


| 


| pathies. 


will make of it. 
| able Senator as intending to do me the honor of 
| 
| ly, that there is no man in all Christendom, that! 
‘ the obvious probabijty of amendments being || 
measure of jusuce to deal out to any officer of the | offered to it, | hope the Senate will permit the mo- 
Government, to require from him very important || tion to be adopted. 





postponed in this manner. She was reported first 


—— 


arch 26 
in every aspect in which the —— 
n in w the case can 
She isa State. She has acted ieee 
the coast of the Pacific ocean. She is not ty . 
borrow a dollar to keep her alive from day to da.” 
on account of her anomalous condition. Six ha 
dred thousand dollars have been taken from o. 
people of that country by this Government nO 
out even giving them protection. Six bond i 
thousand dollars have been taken from them ~ 
law which subjects them to be transported to ( 
on or Louisiana for the trial of alleged oSenen, 
hese people are suffering, have been suffering 
and will continue to suffer; and from this tin. 
forward it is a question to be settled 4 the 
voice of the Senate, whether or not she shall be 
any longer postponed. As a friend to the Sia, 
of Caliornia, 1 now come into the action as 
from this time forth I will struggle for the sdmin. 
sion of the State, 

Mr. FOOTE. I am glad that the honorable 
Senator from Missouri has come into the wa, 
We meet again at Phillippi. 1 have known aij 
along the spirit which actuated that honoralje 
Senator, in relation to the subject under considera. 
tion, and rejoice that he has finally come forward 
to exhibit it so manifestly before the country, | 
know something of his designs and Motives, and 
the country shall know them as well as | do; and 
that will be much better than all now do. The 
Senator need not think of frightening anybody 
by a blustering and dogmatic demeanor, We 
have rights here, as well as the Senator from Mis. 
souri, and we mean to maintain them “at aij 
hazards and to the lastextremity.’’ He announces 
himself as the friend of California. Ah, indeed! 
the friend of California! This new-born friend. 
ship seems to be most enthusiastic and violent, 
Yes, sir, it is true, as the honorable Senator has 
declared, that the condition of California is most 
forlorn—most deplorable—such as to entitle that 
new and interesting people to our warmest sym- 

It is true that the people of California 
have suffered for want of governmental protection, 
and the means necessary to their safety and pros- 
perity. It is perfectly true, sir; but whose fault 
is itr Not ours, who have tried time and again to 
secure a government to our fellow-citizens on the 
Pacific shore. It is in part, sir, as we all know, 
and as our journals well attest, the fault of the 
Senator himself, and those who have acted with 
him here. Did not he vote, sir, against the amend- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Wisconsin, 
{Mr. Waxker,] which would have given civil or- 
ganization, and full and perfect security, to the 
people of California? Did he not even vote against 
the treaty acquiring that beautiful region? |am 
not surprised, sir, that the honorable Senator has 
now become a most zealous and unswerving ad- 
vocate of the claiins of California to admission as 
a State; but I know, also, that some have sup- 
posed it to be at least possible that his halting and 
reluctant zeal has been stimulated, at the present 
session, by certain persenal and domestic con- 
siderations—quite natural and amiable in them- 
selves, but not entitled to operate here in contra- 
vention of the high public reasons which have 
been stated by various Senators, at different times, 
in our hearing. 

The honorable Senator now says, ‘1 am the 
friend of California.’’ ‘* Ll announce—I, sir—I an- 
nounce—that I will from this day henceforward 
insist—I, the Czsar, the Napoleon of the Senate— 
{ announce—that I have now come into the war 
with sword and buckler.”? Well, sir, 1 say again, 
that I rejoice that he has come into the war; and 
after a while we wiil all see what sort of a war he 
if 1 am to understand the honor- 


singling me out as his antagonist, then I say frank- 


would rather meet upon the arena of contest, than 
himself. Indeed, | am delighted, sir, that he bas 
at last taken up the glove which, as an humble 
champion of the constitutional rights of the South, 
I have long ago thrown down to him. He, si", 
is the special friend of California! Yes, sir, the 
special friend. What, sir! has California any 
enemy here? That seems to be implied by the 
language of the honorable Senator. If he so !n- 
tended to be understood, I believe that he 1s !0 
gross error. California, in my judgment, has no 
enemy here. She has severai indiscreet friends, 
including the Senator from Missouri, but no ene 


acted upon. The Siate is entitled to precedence my that I know of. Surely, I am not her enemy, 
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por have I ever 80 shown myself to be on any | 
ene Senator from Missouri asserts that, accord- 
io the arrangement of the committee which | 
~ wrted the two bills referred to, the California 
hill was to have precedence over the one which I 
desire to have taken up and made the order of the 
jay for Friday next. I took especial pains to 
have this point settled on yesterday. I inquired, 
in hearing of the Senate on yesterday, of the hon- 
orable Senator who reported these bills, (Mr. 
Dovetas,] who is now in his seat, whether it was 
the intention of the committee to give any such 
recedence, and received his assurance that they 
Fad no such intention at all, but that they designed 
o leave the whole subject (including this pomt of 
recedence) to the judgment of the Senate. — 
And now, sir, permit me to ask what evil re- 
quits are likely to flow from the course which I | 
ropose? Have 1 said a word against the ultimate | 
admission of California? though perhaps | might 
have done so, without misrepresenting the sov- 
ereign people who sent me here. No, sir—no. 
This whole question of admission I have dealt 
with most delicately and discreetly, as was my 
duty and my policy—as a man anxious, above all 
things, to revive the reign of good feeling here, | 
and in the country, and secure the final adjustment 
of all pending questions on terms of equality and 
honor, such as would be alike satisfactory to all 
nartsof the Republic. My opposition has been so 
far limited to the measure of admitting California, 
asa separate and substantive measure. I believed, and 
et believe, that the adoption of this measure, with- 
out the adoption of the other measures which relate 
to the subject of slavery, would be productive of 
much sectional dissatisfaction, and probably of 
other consequences likewise, of a still graver char- 
acter. I have thought, and still think, that Cali- 
fornia, if admitted at all, should be admitted in a 
‘manner to give no needless offence to public sen- 
timent in any part of the Republic. 1 have urged 
that the act of admission, which ail know is cer- 
tainly to take place, should occur under such cir- 
cumstances as, if not of a nature to secure a cor- 
dial and gracious reception of the newly-made 
State, might yet procure the ultimate acquiescence 
of all those sovereign States with which she as- 
pires to be associated. I have ardently desired, 
above all things, that nothing shall be now done 
which might disturb the quiet and good feeling at 
present prevailing among us, and obstruct that 
fair and honorable compromise of all pending 
questions, which every good citizen—every dis- 
interested friend of the Union itself must ardent- 
ly desire. { have said further—and I feel that 
| can maintain the proposition triumphantly— 
that no man, who desiressuch a peaceful and hon- 
orable settlement of the unhappy sectional contest 
which has been for several years past in pro- 
gress—no man, who does not feel that further 
agitation of the questions.referred to, is important 
to the realization of his peculiar schemes of ambi- 
tion, could desire to force California into the 
Union, in such a manner as inevitably to impart 
a great shock to southern sensibility—already pro- 
foundly excited—and mar those cheering hopes of 
fraternal compromise and settlement, now begin- 
ning to be cherished both here and elsewhere. 
Why, sir, if my motion be allowed to prevail—if 
the territorial bill is taken up first for considera- 
tion—if the questions involved in that measure can 
be adjusted—then California can gain entrance into 
the Union immediately afterward—on the same 
day, if teed be; and if the fugitive slave bill can 
be likewise secured a passaye through both Houses 
of Congress—though some exasperation of local 
feeling may still remain—though the South may 
hot suppose, that upon the whole, she has been 
fairly and generously dealt with, yet the tempo- 
rary alienation of the moment may be expected to 
pass away, and the ancient sentiment of brother- 
hood, which once united these States by ligaments 
Stronger than links of iron, will be again eventually 
restored to all their former potency. I said yes- 
terday, sir, with perfect frankness—with more 
rankness, some may think, than discretion—that, 
for one, I did not at all doubt the admission of 
California—by a large majority of votes, too, in 
botn Houses of Congress, though I find myself 
reported this morning as using language entirely 
the reverse of this. This is still my opinion—it 
is the opinion of every Senator who hears me— 
of those who will vote against the act of admis- 

































| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





sion, and those who will vote in favor of it. We 
all know that California is, in truth, not in the 
least danger. She needs fio fierce and biustering 
advocacy, either here or elsewhere. Her most 
judicious friends, | will add, are willing that her 
admission shall be either part of a general plan of 
arrangement, or that it shall follow the adoption 
of other measures, not so certain of obtaining con- 
gressional sanction. Now, the California bill is 
likely to pass whenever called up, with slight, if 
any, amendments; it will have but few obstructions 
thrown in the way to retard its progress through 
both Houses of earthing whereas the territorial 
bill, everybody knows, is to be stoutly and zeal- 
ously opposed by various persons and parties— 
numerous amendments are soon to be offered to 
it, and its eventual approval by both Houses, and 
the Executive in addition, is, to say the least, most 
painfully doubtful. In this view, also, | thought 
it best to take up the compromise bill first. Far 
distant from my intention was it to defeat the Cali- 
fornia bill by device—by stratagem—by indirection 
of any sort. Far less did it enter my thoughts to 
treat that bill with contempt, by postpommg its 
consideration for a few days. 

Mr. BENTON. Mc. President, I mean by the 
friends of California, those who are in favor of 
admitting the State without remanding her to the 
territorial condiuon, and without dissolving the 
Union on account of her admission. That is the 
line of distinction I make, sir. Now, sir, 1 am 
understood. 

Mr. President, I believe this is the American 
Senate. I believe, by the laws of this Senate, that 
personalities and attacks upon motives are forbid- 
den. 1 also believe that they are forbidden by the 
rules of decorum. This much I believe; and 
now, sir, | will tell you what | know; | know that 
the attacks made upon my motives to-day and 
heretofore in this chamber, are false and cowardly. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator, I feel bound to acknowledge, has mani- 
fested an edifying consistency on this occasion; 
and I doubt not the public at large will accord him 
much credit therefor. What does he say? Why, 
this Pater Senatus—(I never said Senati, though 
some of the letter-writers so reported me, although, 
as every real scholar knows, it would have been 
just as correct as Senatus)—yes, sir, this Parer 
Senatus—this Censor .Worum says, and says 
gravely, too—and as if he were quite in earnest, 
and for all the world as if he had never in his life 
been guilty of uttering scurrilous invective in this 
hall of deliberation—that personalities are alike 
forbidden by the rules of the Senate, and by the 
laws of decorum; after which—ay, the very next 
second—he is heard to pour forth a full tide of as 
offensive personalities as were ever listened to in 
the Senate, or as could have been uttered with equal 
volubility and unction bya regular ale-house dis- 
putant. Yes, sir, this gentleman—more renowned 
than any of modern times, for the incessant eructa- 
tion of the terms of coarse and low revilement, 
and not wholly free from the frailty of indulging in 
another sort of personality which, may be called 
personality egotistical—now whiningly complains 
that personalities have been resorted to for his an- 
noyment. Well, sir, what if 1 say that,in this 
war of personalities, the Senator from Missourt is 
most manifestly the aggressor—that the words of 
personal reproach, or, rather, of unkind and illib- 
eral innuendo, found utterance first trom his lips? 
Is this not true, sir? Did he not commence this 
contest, by parading himself forth as the peculiar 
friend and champion of California, and the meas- 
ure of her admission? Did he not thus most 
clearly insinuate, that those of us whom he was 
combatting so lustily were enemies to California? 
Was this not personality? was this not a grossly 
calumnious charge? Sir, the whole Senate and the 
country know, that only an affirmative response 
can be given to these interrogatories. 

But the gentleman says, | mean by the friends 
of California, those who are disposed to bring her 
into the Confederacy, without forcing her back 
into a territorial condition, and who are not for dis- 
solving the Union on account of her admission. 
Well, sir, | have not yet insisted upon California 
being forced back into a territorial state. I have 
not 
the Union, if she should be admitted in a manner 
not intentionally and deliberately offensive and in- 
sulting to the South. ‘These are delicate points, 
that I have not yet touched on, or allu to—I 
























et been heard to declare for a dissolution of 
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reserve a full declaration of my views, in reference 
to these points, fora more suitable stage of this 
unhappy contest; and yet he presumes to class me 
among the enemies of Califorma., What provo- 
cation did [ administer to the honorable Senator 
from Miasouri, that he should have taken it upon 
himself to flame out against me so outrageously ? 
What did 1 do to justify him in all the wrathiul 
denunciation with which he has been pleased to 
begin the war of words this morning? What trea- 
sonable acts of insubordination among us base 
sons of humanity, who dwell beneath the cope of 
heaven, has brought forth this Jupiter Tonans of 
the Senate, with all his thunderbolts of vengeance 
and of perdition?) What has roused this Napoleon 
of parliamentary strife—this more than lieutenant- 
general upon the arena of political warfare—and 
prompted him thus to bring all the artillery of his 
logic, his sarcasm, and his self-idolizing rhetoric, 
into our very midst, filling his adversaries with 
fear and with discouragement, and forcing the 
very hills and valleys to reécho to the rude voice 
of war? 

And now, Mr. President, before I conclude, let 
me offer one or two additional observations, that 
L hope will be specially noticed, and safely treas- 
ured up in the memory of the honorable Senator 
from Missouri. He commenced the confiet this 
morning with language of ineivility, entirely un- 
provoked, and wholly unexpected by me. Really 
1 am not certain that | knew of the honorable 
Senator’s presence in the Senate chamber, when I 
brought forward the motion under consideration, 
Certainly | did not allude to that Senator in my 
opening remarks, or utter a word that could give 
just offence to any human being. Indeed, certain 
passages had heretofore occurred between that 
Senator and myself, which had induced me to re- 
solve never again to allude to him in debate, or 
even to think of him at all, if | could possibly 
avoid it. Under such circumstances, he made his 
fierce. assault upon my motion, and through it 
upon me. His manner, as all present know, was 
far more offensive than his words. His words I 
responded to in the spirit which they breathed— 
his manner I rebuked, as I had aright todo. His 
malign and covert innuendoes | repelled, as it was 
easy todo. I carried the war a little, too, into the 
enemy’s country. And what then occurred? Why, 
this Senator, who abhors personalities, who loves 
decorum, and who lectures on parliamentary cour- 
tesy, presumed to apply to me the harshest and most 
diMonoring epithets. Yes, sir, the harshest and 
most dishonoring epithets, if they shall remain wnre- 
sented. Well, sir, Il beg Senators to observe me; lam 
calm, cool, unexcited—not carried away by sud- 
den and tempestuous wrath—not instigated, either, 
by feelings of cold and sullen revenge. I be 
Senators to believe me when | assure them, that 
| never bring accusations against any man, whether 
he bea public or private individual, whieh | do 
not believe myself able to establish by irrefragable 
evidence, and in maintaining which, | do not feel 
myself responsible in every way whatever to him 
who chances to be assailed. And now, sir, | will 
formally announce, that there are certain stains 
which have most hideously blemished the character 
of the honorable Senator from Missourt, since the 
days of his early manhood; that the unfaverable 
| anticipations, awakened by the dawn of his career, 
| have been quite strikingly realized by the meridian 
, of devolopment through which the honorable 
| Senator has now passed; that there are incidents 
in his history, of somewhat recent occurrence, 
which might well relieve any man of honor from 
the obligation to recognize him as a fitting antago- 
nist; yet is it, notwithstanding, true, that if the 
Senator from Missouri will dein to acknowledge 
himself responsible to the Jaws of honor, he shall 
| have a very early opportunity of proving his 
| prowess in contest with one over whom I hold 
| perfect control; or, if he feels in the least degree 
| aggrieved at anything which has fallen from me, 
| now or formerly, he shall, on demanding it, have 
full redress accorded him, according to the said 
| laws of honor. I do not denounce him as a 
| coward—such language is unfitted for this au- 
| dience—but if he wishes to patch up his reputation 
| for courage, now greatly on the wane, he will cer- 
| tainly have an opportunity of doing so whenever 
| he makes known his desire in the premises. At 
| present, he is shielded by his age, his open disa- 


' vowal of the obligatory force of the laws of honor, 


_ and his Senatorial privileges. 
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Mr. BENTON. I pronounce it cowardly to 
give insults where they cannot be chastised. Can 
I take a cudgel to him here? 

Several Senators. Order, order. 

Mr. FOOTE. [have done with the subject here. 

Mr. BENTON. Is a Senator to be black- 








guarded here in the discharge of his duty, and || 


the culprit go unpunished? Is language to be 
used here which would not be permitted to be 


used in the lowest pot-house, tavern, or oyster || 


cellar, and for the use of which he would be 

turned out of any tavern by a decent landlord ? 
‘the VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is 

calied to order. 
Mr. BENTON. 


If such things are to go on, 


in a place where the cudgel cannot be applied to 


him, we must have the public indignation brought | 
upon him, until the public sentiment shall make | 


him behave with the propriety due to the Senate. | every Senator. 


|| the bill, unless the Senator from New Hampshire 
| has some very particular objection. 


Several Senators. Order, order. 

Mr. FOOTE. Let him go on. 

Mr. WALKER. I call the Senator to order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is 


called iw order. 


Mr. BENTON. Well, sir, write down the || 


words. { know the rules of the Senate, sir; when 
a Senator is called to order, he takes his seat, and 
the words are reduced to writing. 
Mr. WALKER. [I ealled nobody to order ex- 
cept the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Foore. } 
Mr. DICKINSON. In order to give an oppor- 
tunity for this matter to take a proper direction, I 


suggest that we now proceed to the consideration | 


of the order of the day. 1 will not make the mo- 


tion, but the floor is due to the Senator from Ohio, || ‘ ‘ 1 
| the series of resolutions submitted by Mr. Cray. 


{[Mr. Crase,] who is now ready to speak. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to be understood 
upon this matter. I did not call the Senator from 
Missouri to order. 

Mr. FOOTE. I did not understand the Sena- 
Missouri to order. I understood him as interpo- 
sing between the Senator and myself, and as en- 
deavoring to prevent me from interrupting the 
course of his remarks. Now, Mr. President, 
may { be permitted to make a single remark? 

Several Senators. No, no. 

Other Senators. Proceed, proceed. 

Mr. FOOTE. 


the first personalities—I certainly did not use 
the grossest. All I have said, | am willin#to 
stand by. If the door is not thrown open to me, 
1 cannot proceed further; but if it is opened, I 
shall proceed with eagerness and promptitude. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. This debate has proceeded || tee, appointed yesterday to investigate the charge 


\| made against the Speaker of the House, rose, and 
| in behalf of the said commitiee, asked leave to sit | 


for some time, and as | know that several gentle- 
men are desirous of speaking on this subject, I 


would suggest that it be postponed to some future | 
day, when we may proceed to the consideration | 
{ would suggest that it be | 


of these two bills. 
postponed till Monday week. 

Mr. FOOTE. 
Senator from Illinois, that, as he has suggested 


this as his own wish, [am willing that it shall be || 


postponed till Monday week. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 


practicable day. 
propriety of fixing Monday week as the day for 
their consideration and discussion. 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 will withdraw my motion. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
Mississippi will not withdraw the motion. 

Mr. FOOTE. 
objects, [ will not withdraw it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, I merely suggest that, for 
the purpose of taking up the census bill, which 
has been postponed on various occasions, and dis- 
cussing it, we postpone this subject. 

Mr. BENTON. The Senator from New York 
made a motion, or intimated his wish to make one, 
that this subject lie on the table for the present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He made a motion, 
which was not understood by the Chair. 

Mr. BENTON. He made a motion, or inti- 
mated it, that for the present the subject lie on the 
table. [ wish it may lie on the table, and that it 
may be taken up at a proper time. 


‘The question to lay the motion upon the table \ 


was then taken and agreed to. 





I will not indulge in any per- | 
sonalities; [ wish merely to say that I did not use | 





I would say to the honorable | 


| was going to remark, that | 
L desire, and I presume the whole Senate desire, | 
that these two bills be acted upon at the earliest | 
I would suggest, therefore, tht | 


I hope the Senator from | 


If the Senator from New York || 
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THE CENSUS BILL. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The first business 


|| in order in the special orders, is the bill in relation 
| to the census. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, | move that the | 


Senate postpone the further consideration of this 
bill until Friday next, that the Senate may pro- 


| ceed to the consideration of the special order, on 
| which the Senator from Ohio has the floor. 

I have only | 
| to express a hope that that motion will not be | 
| adopted. 
|| speeches. 
|| speeches for four months, and I think we ought 


. . || now to proceed with urgent business. 
and he is to persist in such blackguardism here, | P 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. 


There is no particular need for these 
We have been engaged in making 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion to postpone. 

Mr. DAWSON. The report of the census board 
has been printed, and is now upon the table of 
We are well prepared to take up 


Mr. HALE. 


I believe itis generally understood 


| that the Senator from Ohio had the floor for to-day, 
| on the resolutions proposed by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone the further consideration of the census 
bill until Friday next; and, a division being called 
for, there were—yens 17, nays 16. 

So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 

THE COMPROMISE. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 


Mr. CHASE addressed the Senate for upward 
of two hours, and, without concluding, gave way 


\| fora motion to adjourn. [His speech will be found 
\| in the Appendix. } 
tor from Wisconsin as calling the Senator from | 


The Senate then adjourned. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, March 27, 1850. 

Mr. Speaker COBB called the House to order 
at 12 o’clock. 

Prayer was made by the Rev. Mr. Gurtey. 

The SPEAKER then vacated the chair, calling 
thereto 

Mr. Winturop, of Massachusetts. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read and ap- 
proved. 

_THE CHARGE AGAINST THE SPEAKER. 


Mr. HOLMES, chairman of the select commit- 


during the session of the House. 


Unanimous consent was given to the said com- | 


mittee to sit during the session of the House. 
DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
IN ALEXANDRIA. 


Mr. MORTON asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer a resolution of inquiry. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, called for | 


the regular order of business. 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a district court of the 


|| United States, in the town of Alexandria, in the eastern 


district of Virginia, and requiring the present judge of the 
said district to hold the same. 


Mr. THOMPSON repeated his call for the regu- 
lar order of business. 

The SPEAKER inquired of the gentleman 
whether he intended to object to the introduction 
of the resolution? 

Mr. THOMPSON not objecting, 

The resolution was received and adopted. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, moved that the 


| House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union. 
The question was taken, and decided in the 


negative—ayes 35; noes not counted. 
| Sothe House refused to go into Committee of 
|| the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. WOOD asked the unanimous consent of 


House to introduce, at this time, certain joint res- 
olutions of the Legislature of Ohio, on the subject 
of the public lands. 

Mr. W. explained his object to be, that the res- 


| 


He gave way on a former |! 
|| occasion, and I think the Senate will be courteous 
|| enough to hear him now. 
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| olutions should be laid u the tab} he. 
dered to be printed. or ae 

Objection having been made, 
were not received. 


* WOODWORTH’S PATENT. 


: The SPEAKER announced the unfinished buy 
iness of the morning hour to be, the motion hess. 
| tofore made by the gentleman from New York. 
[Mr. Concer,] to reconsider the vote by which 
| the bill, reported on a former day, from tie Com 
mittee on Patents, to extend the patent heretofore 
granted to William Wood worth, had been referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 
| [Mr. Concer had heretofore intimated his 
| intention, if the vote should be reconsidered, i 
| move the recommitmgnt of the bill, with the fol. 
| lowing instructions: 
|  § With instructions to inquire into the propriety of repeal 
ing an act, entitled, ¢ An act to extend a patent heretofore 
granted to William Woodworth,’ passed February 96, }g\> 
being an act for a second renewal of a patent, for alleged 
improvements in the method of planing, tongueing, wrooy. 
ing, and cutting into moulding, on either plank, boars or 
any other material, and for reducing the same to ay equal 


width and thickness; and that said committee report by ,\) 
| or otherwise.”’] 

| 

| 





the resolutions 


Mr. OTIS, who held the floor from a former 
| day, resumed and concluded his remarks ag fo). 
|| lows: 

Mr. Speager: This proposition has been before 
the House for several weeks, and 1 beg to restate jt, 
The gentleman from New York moves to recon). 
| mit the bill for the extension of Woodworth’s 
| patent for a planing machine, with instructions to 
| the Committee on Patents to inquire into the ex. 
| pediency of repealing the former act of extension, 
‘| The instructions are for inquiry, and can do ro 
| harm, if they do no good. By having the bill re. 
| committed, with the instructions relating to the 
| repeal, it will bring the whole matter at the same 
time for consideration, with all the additionab 
light which has been shed upon this subject since 
this bill was reported. The majority of the com- 
mittee were disposed to report the bill, asked tor 
_ by the memoritiist, early in the session, that the 
| subject could be brought before the House for con- 

sideration; but it was understood by a part of the 

committee, who agreed to the majority report, that 

it was only for that purpose, and that they should 
| not feel pledged to the support of the bill. From 
| this report, I dissented, and then gave notice of ny 
| intention of making a minority report, which was 
| submitted when the bill was first reported. | now 
beg leave to refer to that report as imbodying, in 
a more concise form, my reasons for opposing this 
bill, than I could give in these remarks. 

The bill is as follows: 
| A BILL to extend a Patent heretofore granted to William 

Woodworth. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representutives of 
the United Stules of America in Congress assembled, That 
the patent granted to William Woodworth, on the 27th day 
| of December, 1828, for his improvement in the method of 
tongueing, and grooving, and planing, and cutting mould- 
ings, &c., &c., reissued July 8th, 1845, be, and the same is, 
hereby extended for the further term of fourteen years; 
and the Commissioner of Patents is hereby directed to make 
a certificate of such extension, in the name of the adminis 
trator of the said William Woodworth, and to append an 
authenticated copy thereof to thesaid reissued lett: rs patent, 
whenever the same shall be requested by the said adminis- 
trator, or his assigns: Provided, that all licenses, paying for 
the use of machines under said patent, may continue the 
use of their machine, or machines, for the term hereby 
| extended, ata price not exceeding that they may be paying 
| at, and previous to, the time this extension shall take effect; 
|| and all assignees of exclusive rights, having machines in 
|| use when this act shall take effect, shail have the right to 

continue the use of their machines, upon the same terns 
' and price as is now established and paid by licenses for the 
| use of said machines, 
‘s Report of the minority of the Committee on Patents, 
upon the memorial of William W. Woodworth, ad- 











ministrator of William Woodworth. 

|| The undersigned, dissenting from the report 
| of the majority of the Committee on Patents, 
| granting a bill for the further extension of Wood- 
|| worth’s patent for a planing machine, asks leave 
to submit his reasons for that dissent to the con- 
| sideration of the House. Paes 
| “ The first objection to the report and bill is, 
| that tne bill is in conflict with the general patent 
| law, and in violation of the policy of the Govern- 
| ment under the provision of the Constitution ‘ se 
i curing, for limited times’ ‘ to inventors,’ their re- 
H spective discoveries. 

| “ The limit is well known to have been early 
| established by law at fourteen Has The eight- 
'' eenth section of the law of 1 


constitutes the 
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gecretary of State, the Commissioner of Patents, 
and the Solicitor of the Treasury, a board of ex- 
7 iners, with power to extend a patent, in the 
aaa described, for the term of seven years, after | 


To entitle a patentee to this extended time, he 
must show that, without any fault of his, he has 
pot received ‘a reasonable remuneration for the 
‘time, ingenuity, and expense, bestowed upon the 
‘same, and the introduction thereof into use.’ 
The last section of the general patent law repeals 
sii prior acts relating to the subject of patents. 
Among the repealed acts was one directing the 
nroceedings before applying to Congress for the 
renewal of a patent. The repealed law contained 
provisions similar to those contained in the eight- 
eenth section of the general law; and the evident 
intention was, to substitute the renewal there- | 
in provided for the renewal by Congress. _ This 
additional term was not a change of policy; it was 
only a change of the tribunal to which application |, 
should be made for relief, in cases of great merit 
and misfortune. Without questioning the pro- 
priety, in extraordinary cases, of interposing the 
power of Congress to grant relief, it is believed | 
that its exercise should be confined to cases of 
peculiar hardship, in which no doubts could exist 
of the justice and expediency of the interposition; 
and then it should be governed in its action by 
the rules and policy. pointed out by the general 
patent law. ' R a 

“In the case under consideration, the original 
letters patent were issued to William Woodworth 
on the 27th of December, 1828, under the old law, 
for the term of fourteen years. He died in 1839, | 
having, before that time, parted with most of his | 
interest in the patent. In 1842, the memorialist, 
William W. Woodworth, as administrator of his 
father, applied under the new law for a renewal, | 
and received the benefit of the extended term of | 
eeven years, Making twenty-one years of enjoy- | 
ment of the exclusive rights to the invention by | 
the patentee and his heirs. This term of twenty- 1 
one years, being more than equal to the length of || 
time of the average business life of one generation, 
is believed to be amply sufficient to reward the in- 
genuity of inventors of valuable improvements, | 
and for imposing restrictions upon the free use of 
them by the community. 

“Tn 1845, William W. Woodworth, the memo- 
rialist, applied to Congress for a special act for the 
extension of the patent of 1828, for a further 
term, to commence when the renewed patent ex- 
pired. The reasons stated in the memorial for 
asking relief were, that the inventor was obliged 
to sell one half-of his patent, to enable him to 
bring it into practical operation; that the patent of | 
Emmons had materially interfered with this inven- | 
tion; that various journeys were made to procure || 
testimony to obtain a renewal before the board of || 
examiners; that the patent having mostly been 
disposed of during the lifetime of the patentee, as || 
ameasure of precaution, he purchased up, before 
renewal, the rights of the assignees; that the | 
Commissioner of Patents had at first refused to | 
receive and act upon his memorial, because of the 
decease of the patentee; and that, to give him full 
enjoyment of his rights, he was obliged to oppose | 
the renewal of the Emmons’ patent. These rea- || 
sons were deemed by Congress of sufficient conse- | 
quence to justify the second renewal of the patent || 
for seven years, the term to commence from and || 
afier the expiration of the renewed term, which || 
then had about five years to run. When this || 
term expires, which will be in seven years from | 
December last, the patentee and his heirs will have || 
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‘ ao to the value of the invention, which was 
‘ pr 





uced by his genius.’ 


‘* The bill reported by the committee is in accord- || the just rights of the memorialist, it is not, 
| ance with the prayer of the memorial, and exactly 
ne expiration of the original term of the patent. |, a8 presented to the committee by the memorialist. | 
e This bill provides for the extension of the patent i 
| for the term of fourteen years, after the expira- || 

tion of the renewed term of seven years, which 
| has just commenced. 
| law, it.will give to the patentee and his heirs a term 
| of forty-two years. 


OBE. 


1} 
it 
| 
i} 


| 
} 
| 


If this bill is passed into a || ‘proved method of cutters for grooving and tongue- 
|| ‘ing, and cutting mouldings on wood,’ &c. As the 


** It is stated in the memorial, that the Congres- | 


sional grant was sold for $50,000, in notes, payable 
on time, which were sold for cash at a sacrifice. 


There is no other account of the sums received for | 
the patent except by reference to the former state- | 


ment, accompanying the first application to Con- 
gress ; nor is there any statement of the large sums 


assignees of the patent, nor for the large sums 
being paid by lessees from every section of the 


| country. Whatsum would be considered ‘ ade- 


quate to the value of the invention’ is not stated. 
It is also stated in the memorial, that there has 
been much litigation to settle the law and the 


the different stages of this patent; and the depo- 
sition of Mr. James G. Wilson, of Philadelphia, 


is introduced to show the expenses incurred in this | 
| litigation. 
| Woodworth and his assignees, four * counsel fees 
|, and cost of court,’ at $150,000; and the amount 


He estimates the sums expended by 


yet to be expended, if the litigation is continued, 
at $100,000 more. 

‘* This statement will be understood and appre- 
ciated by practising lawyers, but ought not to 


|, appeal with much force to the sympathies of prac- 
| tical legislators. 


The amount of litigation un- 


estimate the value of the invention, or to show the 


| state of feeling toward the patent, during 11s legiti- 


mate term, under the general patent law. ‘This 


litigation may have arisen from the manner in | 


which the last patentee and his assignees have ex- 
ercised their rights, or from their attempting to 
grasp too much, or from defects in the proceed- 
ings in obtaining the first patent, or of continuing 
itin force. To one or the other of these causes, 
it is believed, much of the litigation may be traced. 

** The first patent was found to have been too 


| broad in its claim, and in 1843, the memorialist 
| disclaimed the part relating to the reducing of 


floor boards to a width with circular saws. In 


| July, 1845, the memorialist surrendered up the 


original patent of 1828, and took out a new and 
amended patent, covering, as he alleges, what was 
the real invention of the patentee, who died about 
six years before. The surrender of the original 
patent, and taking out of the new and amended 


| patent, was about four months afler the passage of 
| the act of Congress extending the patent of 1528. 


In the bill, as reported by the committee, the 


patent of 182%, as amended in July, 1845, is ex- | 


tended fourteen years from and after the expira- 
tion of the term of seven years, and thus made to 
cover any defects in the proceeding or additional 
claims which the new patent may contain. If 
this was intended to patch up a defect in the 
amended patent, or to enlurge the rights of those 
interested, it is confidently believed that Congress 
will not lend its aid to any such proceeding. This 
might be a very convenient and summary way of 
putting an end to litigation. It is stated in the 
memorial, that within a few weeks ‘a jury in 
* Baltimore has deliberately rendered a verdict that 
‘ the amended patent uiffered from the one originally 


enjoyed, under the patent law, and from the |‘ granted.’ Now, if a Baltimore jury—and u may 


unty of Congress, the full term of twenty-eight || 
years, which is double the term given by the patent || 
law in ordinary cases, and seven years more than | 
is provided for in the excepted and most merito- | 
rious cases, : \| 

“The same memorialist, William W. Wood- | 
Worth, now appeals, notto your bounty, but, as he 
says, to your justice, to pass a bill to extend the | 
same patent for a further term of fourteen years, | 
‘o commence at the expiration of the renewed pa- 

“*Ist. Because of the immense service rendered | 
‘to the country, by the labor, skill, and expenditure 


‘of the inventor. ] 
| 


“2d. Because, from causes utterly beyond his 
‘ control, or that of his representatives, neither he | 


be presumed to be an intelligent jury—has so pro- 
nounced, will Congress interpose between the par- 
ties? Special legislation, for individual iterests, 
when the general intereat Is protected by a general 
law, is always to be avoided; but when special 
legislation is brought to aid one man, which, under 
similar circumstances, ts not open to all, an injury 
is committed upon the community, which is feit 
by every individual as an injustice to himself. It 


| is certainly @ circumstance that cannot have es- 
tent; and the reasona given in his memorial are: 


caped observation, that the parties in interest have 


| keep it in place. 
| was for the application of well-known instruments, 
|| to produce a given result. 

| to a limited extent, had long before been practised. 

| The claim now is for what is called the principle 
, combined with its application, and is said to ex- 
| clude every form of machinery which can pro- 
| duce the same result. 
| you confirm this pretention, you put a stop to all 
, the machines which have been patented for the 
, same object—vone of which is said to differ in 
‘| almost every particular from this machine, and 


| years to come. 
|| greater than was ever before granted in this coun- 
| try to any one man, or combinauion of men. 
greater portion of all planing is now done by 
|| machinery—sashes, 
|| made by machinery, with cutting instraments 
‘combined with pressure, and reducing them to 
| form, by planing. 
|| umber shipped to California, are planed before 
| their shipment. Confirm this pretension, by pass- 
| ing this bill, and you bring ail this business within 
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issued, for which letters patent have been granted. 


Whether these patents are an infringement upon 


rhaps, 
the province of Congress to determine. The issu- 
ing of the patent is presumptive proof of the ori- 
inality of the improvements. The claim in the 
rst patent is, for ‘the application of cutter or pla- 
‘ ning wheels to planing boards, &c., and the im- 


claim is for the application of well-known instra- 
ments, other persons might form new and improved 


|| combinations, giving greater efficiency to the ma- 
| chine. 


| mained stationary during the last twenty years. 


There are few machines which have re- 


Fhe machinery for cotton factories becomes obso- 


| lete every ten years, and must be renewed by im- 


| proved machinery, even when the old machinery is 
received for sales of rights, and for leases by the | 


not much worn, because of the advance of im- 
provements ina branch of mechanics where im- 
provement was long since considered as having 


gone as far as genius, combined with capital, could 
| carry it. 
| almost every invention of importance during the 
|| present century. 
rights claimed, under the different forms, and in | 


Similar illustrations can be drawn from 


If, therefore, you give to one 
man and hia posterity the monopoly of an inven- 


| tion for nearly haif a century, you put a stop for 


that time to its improvement, by withholding all 


inducement to intelligent experiments; and instead 
|| of an encouragement to arts and to invention, your 


laws would be calculated to retard improvement, 


| and to oppress the community with useless and 


odious exactions. Either the general patent law, 
and the zr on which it is founded, is wrong, 
which limits the exclusive enjoyment of an inven- 


| Gon, or the practice of granting special acts of 


Congress for extensions of patents is wrong. A 


to || special act of extension, unless as an exception for 
der this patent is not a just criterion by which to 


some extraordinary occasion, is a violation of the 


| general law, and serves to weaken its force, and 


bring even legitimate patents, granted under the 


| law, into disrepute. 


‘* But if the allegations made before the com- 


mittee be true, that the amended patent covers all 
| the improvements made in the planing machine 
| for the last twenty years, by passing this bill you 
| would commit a double injury—one upon the 
|| inventors, and another upon the community. In 
| aprinied argument lately submitted to the Supreme 
|| Court, involving the question of the claimed righis 
| under this patent, it is said, ‘that any machine 
‘| * which combines the operation of planing with 
| § hgueing and grooving, by combination of cutting 
|| ‘instruments with pressure, and in combination 
| ‘with pressure for controlling the plank, is an 
| infringement of Woodworth’s patent.’ 
| broad claim, if sustained, would exclude all ma- 
| chinery for planing, except perhaps the old hand 
| plane, however superior that machinery might 
| be, and however it might differ from it im all its 


The 


combinations—for no machine can operate unless 
with cutting instruments, combined with pressure, 
and some mode of pressing the buard or plank, to 
The claim, in the first patent, 


Planing by machinery, 


If, now, by your action, 


dves double the work in the same time; and you 
put a stop to all improvement for tie next twenty 
lL would be a monopoly, far 


The 
blinds, 


door-pannels, are 


Nearly all the boards and 


pressed this matter at a very early day,and when || the grasp, and place all the improvemenis of 


the new grant had searcely begun to run. 


|| others at the mercy, of these monopolists, for the 
** There are other interests beside those of the | 
memorialist, which are entitled to a respectful con- | 


next twenty years. i 
‘The memorial instances, as a precedent to 


sideration. There have been many improvements || govern your action, the renewal of Blanchard’s 
‘nor they have ever received any compensation |! in the planing machme since the first patent was || patent for irregular forms. There ie no objection 
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the circumstances of the cases are similar, though 
it stands alone among the acts of Congress; but 
here the memorialist has cited a precedent be- 
lieved to be bad in itself, and differing in many of 
its features from his own case. Without intend- 
ing to reflect upon former acts of Congress, it may 
be remarked, that the precedent set of legislating, 
as in this patent, five years in advance of the ex- 


piration of the renewed term, and the unprece- | 


dented extension of Blanchard’s patent, are both 
acta of legislation not to be held up for imitation, 
but to be avoided. Fortunately, they are cases 
that have no precedent on which to found them; 
and should this bill be passed into a law, it could 
only be paralleled by the monopolies in the worst 
days of British rule, when court favorites were 
pampered in wealth by grants of monopolies, till 


" they became too odious and oppressive to be borne 


by the submissive tools of power.” 
Mr. O. continued: Had the true character and 


purpose of this bill been anderstood by ail of the | 


committee, | am persuaded it could not have been 
reported. If lam right in this, it is a good reason 
for its recommitment for revision and reconsidera- 
tion. 


The instructions are not believed to be necessary | 


for the guidance of the committee, for there has 
been no indisposition on the part of any one, to 
take up the petitions and memorials upon the 


question of repealing the law of 1845. That sub- | 
ject was postponed, at my suggestion, to allow all || 


the petitions and memorials to come in, after suffi- 
cient notice was given to the public that the sub- 


ject of this “patent was under consideration by || 


Congress. My first object was to postpone the 
report upon the bill; but as the memorialist and 
his friends were so very urgent, the majority con- 
sented to make the report. There would be a 


manifest incongruity in leaving this bill before the | 


House, while the committee, which reported it, 


had under their consideration the repeal of the 
very act which this bill proposes to extend. || 


There is, therefore, good reason for the motion 
under consideration, for facilitating the considera- 
tion of the subject, and placing it in its proper 


order. If gentlemen, favoring this bill, think to | 
avoid investigation, by hastening its passage, | | 
beg to undecetve them. The public feeling has | 


been aroused upon this matter; investigation has 


been asked; and an investigation will be made, | 


either in this or in some other form. . 
Sir, although this 1s a private bill, it relates to a 
matter which, in its importance, has assumed a 
public character. The Legislature of New York, 
with uncommon unanimity, has asked for an in- 


vestigation of the circumstances of the former || 
extension of this patent, and the proceedings under | 
it, with a view to a repeal of the act of exten- | 
sion. A large and highly reapectable meeting of || 
mechanics ard others, assembled from several | 
States, have passed resolutions, which have been | 


read, and sent in a memorial, which is printed and 
vanced in the hands of all the members of this 
Faenes; There are thousands of petitioners, whose 
memorials have been referred to the Committee 


on Patents since the report of this bill, and other || 


thousands are in the hands of members waiting 
your action, all asking for this investigation. 
They all, in more or less direct terms, charge that 
the former act of extension was carried through 
Congress by fraud and misrepresentation. You 
owe it to the State, whose Legislature has asked 


this investigation. You owe it to the thousands || 
of mechanics and others, who have sent in their | 


petitions, and made the same request, and repeated 
this charge. You owe it to yourselves, and to the 
ceuntry, that you should grant this investigation 
in the fullest manner. This should not be a seem- 
ing acquiescence, while the substance is withheld. 
It would be but mockery, to say to the committee 
that they might make the igvesiigation fora repeal 
of the act, while the bill for its extension was pass- 
ing through its various stages in the House. 

It has been said that this is not the proper place, 


in the proceedings, to enter upon the discussion of || 


the merits of the reported bill. While granting 
this toa certain extent, it is due to the House to 
state some of the facts connected with this matter, 
for a proper understanding and appreciation of 
the extraordinary proceedings of those seeking the 
passage of this bill. 

The first thing peculiar, that must strike eve 
one, is the anxiety of those interested, to urge th 
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of 1845 only commenced ranning in December 
| last, and it had seven years from that time to run. 
_ There is no good reason given in the memorial for 
| this haste; but it is incidentally stated, that a Balti- 
|| more jury deliberately gave a verdict in November 
|| last, declaring that the amended patent issued in 
1845, upon the surrender of the original patent of 
1828, was not for the sameinvention. Fromthis an 
appeal is understood to have been taken, and the 
| case is still pending in court upon the question of 
law. The very statement of this matter should 
| put you upon inquiry; and | propose to give you 
_ a sketch of the proceedings under this Woodworth 
patent, that you may more readily appreciate, and 
| more fully understand, what the persons pressing 
the passage of this bill are solicitous of obtaining. 
By the 13th section of the general patent law, 
to which I would refer, it will be seen that a pa- 
| tentee, or his assignee, or administrator, may sur- 
| render up a patent whenever it * shail be inopera- 
‘ tive or invalid, by reason of a defective or insuffi- 
‘cient description or specification,”’ 
arises from inadvertence or mistake, and a new pa- 
tent be granted ** for the same invention.’’ It has 
been decided, that the action of the commissioner 
is final, except when collusion is shown, or it is 
manifest that the new patent was not * for the 
| same invention’”’ as the one surrendered. It will 
be seen that on the surrender, the original patent is 
declared to be * invalid or inoperative.”?’ The 
surrender of this patent was afler the passage of 
| the act of extension of 1845. ‘The father and son 
| had enjoyed the exclusive use of the original patent 
for seventeen years, and had received large sums 
‘| for the sale of rights and for leases. If the records 


| of the Patent-Office can be relied upon, or the rep- | 
resentations publicly made, no patent was ever | 
more profitable than this was, even in the seventeen | 


years under the original patent, which, after having 
been enjoyed three years longer than the general 
patent law secares, was surrendered up as ** inop- 
erative or invalid.’”? The law did not intend to 
enlarge the claim—it was intended only to allow 


| the proper language to be used in reaching the | 
claim, and to provide against its invalidity when | 


claiming too much. In 1843, the part of the claim 
to originality, relating to reducing plank toa width, 
was disclaimed; and in July, 1845, the whole was 


invention. 1 will refer here to the argument of a 
case (Wilson vs. Barnum) under this amended 
patent in the United States court, made since this 
matter has been before us. The argument was of- 
| fered by a distinguished Senator: * It is respect- 
‘fully submitted, that any machine, which com- 
‘bines the operation of planing with tongueing and 
‘ grooving, by the combination of cutting imstru- 
‘ments with pressure,’”’? “in combination with 
‘ipressure, for controlling the plank, is an infringe- 
*ment of the Woodworth patent, for he was the 


* operations,” 

Again, near the close of the argument: ‘ A cut- 
|, * ting instrument is combined with pressure to 
‘plane, tongue, and groove aboard. Woodworth 
‘invented no more and no less.”” These are ex- 
_ plained in another part, to mean that he invented 
| the principle of planing by machinery, with its ap- 
| plication; and any machine combining a cutting 
| instrument with pressure, is a violation of the 
|| Woodworth patent. Whether the description and 
claim in the reissued patent will warrant this ex- 
| traordinary claim, is not decided, as the case was 
dismissed upon another point. The parties in in- 
terest have acted upon this principle, and prosecu- 
| tions are understood to have been commenced in 
| nearly every’State in the Union, for violations of 
|| this patent, against persons having machines dif- 
fering from this machine, as originally patented. 
|| Notices have been served upon those having ma- 
| chines, for making sashes and for making blinds, 
| and they are made to come within the principle of 
'| this truly extraordinary claim. It is made a sweep- 
| 
| 
| 


stakes—a drag net—into which all machines, com- 
|| bining “ cutting edges with pressure,”’ are brought 
| and made to pay tribute; and this monopoly, after 
| having been Peie in one form for twenty-one 
] years, is proposed by this bill to be extended, with 
|| the former extension, twenty-one years longer, 
with all its additional claims. 

By referring to the original patent, it will be 
seen that all that ia claimed as his invention, by 
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to follow a precedent, when it is a good one; and | bill through Congress, when the act of extension | the elder Woodworth, is the 





and the error | 


surrendered, and a new patent taken out, for what | 
a Baltimore jury has declared to be for a different | 


‘ first who successfully combined these mechanical | 
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applicati . 
|| known instruments to plane Gy manhiden, well. 
|| this country, and in Europe, more than i In 
| machines had been-patented for the same pu... 
|| before this patent. Since then, more tha 
| other patents have been issued from the Pat 

Office for planing machines. There have sie 
| four or five within the last year. Some of oe 
_ are said to do three times as much work jin a 
|| same time as this machine, and differ from i, Ne 
|| every other particular, except in * using ities 
| instruments combined with pressure,” which jt ;. 
|“ respectfully submitted’? must always be used in 
| planing a board. = 


| 


| I will now call attention to the effect o 
| proceedings, if you pass this bill as re 
|| Woodworth, the elder, makes an invention 
| torious it may be—secures a patent, sells jt oy; 
|| and dies. His son and administrator has jt re. 
|| newed, under the patent law, for seven years: and 
|, again has it renewed by Congress, four years be. 
| fore the expiration of the first seven, for seven 
| years longer. Six years after the death of the 
| original inventor, he surrenders up his patent as 
_ invalid, and takes out a new patent, which is algo 
declared, by a jury, to be invalid for claiming 

what was not claimed under the first patent. The 
disappointed liti sant comes here, and asks you to 
pass a law for his special benefit, by which he jg 
| to obtain a legislative sanction to his unjust claim 
He is not the inventor—his father is not the in. 
ventor. Congress alone gives him a ‘itle to what 
he was not entitled to without congressional jn- 
terposition. Armed with this, he goes into court 
_ and defeats his opponent. Armed with this, hay- 
ing his principle and application sanctioned bya 

law of Congress, he suppresses all other machines, 
| puts his own price for the use of his machines, 
and thus secures, for twenty-one years, a monopoly 
worth millions to the possessor. The person who 
invented this new machinery for cheating his 
neighbor in legislature, and for deciding law suits, 
deserves a patent for his ingenuity in management, 
| if he does not deserve one in mechanics. 

If it be shown, as it is alleged, that there was 
no great merit in the original invention—if large 
| sums were realized for sales by the father under 
the first patent, and larger for the renewed patent 
by the son—if it be shown, as alleged, that the 
act of extension was obtained by fraud and mis- 
representation, and that those who have held 
| under this patent have pursued their course in the 
worst spirit of injustice and oppression, some re- 
dress should be granted. The power to do further 
mischief should be taken away, instead of lending 
aid to still greater injustice and oppression. 

It is said by the gentleman from Vermont, that 
there are vested rights under.the act of extension 
of 1845, and Congress cannot, in justice to others, 
repeal that act If Congress cannot repeal the act, 
| it is in the power of Congress to confine its opera- 
tion to the original claim in the first patent. That 
patent has been declared by this memorialist to be 
invalid and inoperative, and a jury has declared 
the renewed patent to be invalid, and in this dilem- 
ma your aid is invoked—for what? To give this 
man the vested rights of all other patent planing 
machines. You are asked to place in these parties 
hands a more sure instrument of oppression than 
the one that has failed them. Will you do it? 
Will you do it blindly, without inquiry, and in the 
face of the various charges made and reiterated 
against those who have been interested in the fruits 
of this monopoly and alleged fraud ? : 

Sir, this subject is one in which the country \s 
| strongly interested, and to the proceedings con- 
4 neeted with it there are thousands looking with 
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great anxiety. They believe a great injustice has 
been perpetrated, and that a greater is attempted. 
Your decision upon this question will give them 
assurance that Congress will right the wrong, if 
wrong in this matter be shown to exist. d 
There is no indisposition in the people of this 
country to reward meritorious inventors; and just 
in proportion as they are willing to reward merit, 
in the same measure do they condemn those whose 
pretensions are not well founded. They know 
that the selfish, the crafty, and the powerful, have 
too often seized the just rewards belonging to those 
who have spent their lives in meritorious exertions, 
and died unrewarded. If those are right who 
charge fraud in this matter, there never was a more 
flagrant case, for there never was a case where the 
protension# have been put forward with more assu- 
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~~ or exercised in a more exacti irit. If 
ercised in a more exacting spirit. 

we of the Patent Office can be trusted, or 
eo resentations of these who profess to know 
: te credited, there is scarcely any invention in 
deen times where larger sums have been taken 
° m the public. No one subject has been a more 
rc source of litigation, or which gave more 
i ble or consumed more of the time of our 
aaa courts of justice. In the affidavit of a Mr. 
ease, of Philadelphia, who appears to have 
rofited the largest by this monopoly, it is stated 
f t $150,000 have been paid ** for counsel and 
po fees;’? and he estimates the future litigation 
yill cost $100,000 more. ms 

if this litigation arose from a spirit of aggression 
on the part of those who have been dragged into 

urt,there might be some apology for 1; but if 
i rose from the insecure foundation of the first 
y wal and the unjust pretensions of the second, 
wo js no good excuse tor it. Individuals have 
heen oppressed by it, and the courts of justice 
have been occupied with it, for the purpose of 
qustaining unjust pretensions. Give to the bill 
revorted the sanction of law, and you will cut off 
jiization by a summary process—allow those 
narties to pursue, in the same spirit, without re- 
straint, all who would be placed by this bill 
within their grasp, and allow them to charge their 
own price, as the last proviso in the bill appears 
to contemplate, and instead of their returns being 
reckoned by thousands and hundreds of thousands, 
as they now are, they would count their millions 
ofdollars. Instead of a just privilege for a limited 
time, for the proper use of their own invention, it 
is believed you would grant a monopoly of the 
improvements of others to a grasping set of selfish 
speculators, who have called up the ghost of a 
doubtful invention, and now come here to ask you 
to give it life and being, and to clothe it with the 
habiliments, and to give it the rights, of merito- 
rious inventors, and an unlimited range for pil- 
laging the public. 3 
Sir, itis charged, that the parties who come here 








for this bill, have procured the extension ynder the 
general law of a patent invalid in itself, and claim- 
ing the invention of others as belonging to them- 
selves, and of procuring the rejection of the more 
meritorious invention. 

it is charged that, by misrepresentation and 
fraud, a special act of Congress was procured to 
be passed long in advance of the expiration of the 
extended term under the renewed patent. 

It is charged that the passage of that act was 
brought about by favoritism and powerful per- 
sonal influence. é 

ltis charged, that in the surrender and reissue 
of the existing patent, a great fraud was committed 
under the general patent law, by claiming, for the 
invention of Woodworth, all the inventions and 
improvements in the planing machine made by 
others; and of an endeavor to obtain the sanction of 
Congress to allow them to draw into one sweeping 
net, all the fruits of the toil and ingenuity of these 
other inventors. 

tis charged that these — have used the 
powers, thus wrongfully obtained, in an oppres- 
sive and extortinate manner; that they have ex- 
acted and received large sums of money, and more 
than enough to reward the most meritorious in- 
vention. 

These charges having been made, it is for you 
to determine whether you will grant those who 
make them an opportunity to be heard, by recom- 
mitting this bill with instructions, to make the 
muiry asked for, and to report the result. 

r. O. having concluded, 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, obtained the floor. 
He alluded to the manifest injustice done to the 
other business of the House, which was thus, by 
an urparliamentary maneuvre, taken out of its 
regular order, that this question might be put ahead 
of it; and with a view, he said, to place the sub- 
ject in its proper order on the calendar, and that 
the discussion might be continued in its proper 
emp he moved that the motion to reconsider be 

id upon the table. 

Mr. CALVIN asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, were—yeas 64, 
nays 103, 

So the House decided that the motion to recon- 
sider the vote, by which the said bill had been re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
should not be laid upon the table. 

A message in writing was received from the 
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President of the United States, by the hands of 
Colonel W. S. S. Bliss, his private Secretary. ] 
The question recurring on the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the said bill had been re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, said he had voted 


to lay on the table the mouon to reconsider, for the | 


reasons stated by the gentleman who made the 
motion, [Mr. Brown.} This motion to recon- 
sider the reference to the Committee of the Whole 
House, opened all the merits of the case, and con- 
sumed the morning hour, and excluded the con- 
sideration of the legitimate business of the House, 








| 


without any sufficient reason; for the merits of || 
the whole case would be open in the Committee | 
of the Whole House, when gentlemen could move | 
their amendments, embracing, if necessary, an | 


emendment to repeal the extension law of 1845. 


The subject could be considered then in its whole | 


length and breadth, while during the morning 
hour it could not be fully considered, without 
prejudice to other business. 
cussion, therefore, to a conclusion, he would move 
the previous question on the motion to reconsider. 
The House could sustain this motion, if it pleased, 
and pass upon the merits of the case now, or leave 
the bill in Committee of the Whole, to take its 


To bring the dis- || 


proper place on the calendar, and be fully con- | 


sidered in order. 


Mr. SACKETT asked Mr. McLane to with- 


draw the motion, and pledged himself to renew it. | 


Mr. McLANE said that the gentleman’s promise 


because if he withdraw for one gentleman, he must 
withdraw for another. He declined, therefore, to 
withdraw the motion. 
The question was then taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second. 
And, after some coversation, the main question 


was ordered; and being taken, the vote was recon- | 


sidered. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question to be 
on referring the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
House, [the instructions of Mr. Concer, having 
been read for information only, and not formally 
presented, as they could not be, pending the motion 
to reconsider. | 





would therefore move to substitute twenty thou- 


sand copies. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, accepted the 
amendment as a modification of his mouon, 

Tne SPEAKER said the motion to print the 
eXtra copies would have to be referred, under the 
rule, to the Commitiee on Printing. 

The question was taken first on the motion to 
lay the message on the table, and to print; and it 
was agreed to. 

The question now being on the reference to the 
Committee on Printing, of the motion to print the 
extra copies, - 

Mr. INGE moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion was put to the House, and decided 
in the negative. 

Mr. BAYLY said that there was already a de- 


ficiency of $120,000 in the contingent fund of the 


House, arising, 10 a great measure, from the ex- 
traordinary quantity of printing ordered. This 
fact, he thought, should be considered. 

Mr. STANLY. Suppose there is a deficiency 
in the contingent fund, are we to have no more 
printing for that cause? 

Mr. BAYLY said he was not opposed to the 


printing. He merely apprised gentlemen of a 
fact. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, remarked that 


| the document would be one of forty-five or fifty 


pages only—that it was one of great importance, 
for which there would be great demand. tie had 


| received letters already in relation to it. 
to renew the demand for the previous question, || 


would be of no moment at all to him, (Mr. MeL..,) | 


The question was then put on referring the mo- 
tion to print to the Committee on Printing, and it 
was agreed to. 


Mr. SACKETT asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 
notice had been given. 

Objection was made. 

On mouon, the House then adjourned. 





NOTICES OF BILLS. 
By Mr. PEASLEE: A bill to be entitled an act author- 


izing the payment Of interest to the State of New Hamp- 
shire, 


By Mr. HAMPTON: A bill granting a portion of the pub- 


| lie lands to the State of Penusyivania, tor the purpose of 


After some conversation on this point, in which | 


Messrs. Hunter, Concer, and the Speaker par- 
ticipated, 


table. ‘ 


1] 
Mr. JONES moved that the bill be laid on the || 
|| presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 


The question having been taken, and decided in | 


the affirmative without a division, 
The bill was laid upon the table. 
CALIFORNIA. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp, of 
Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the California question. 


Mr. ASHMUN was entitled to the floor, and || 
addressed the committee [in remarks which will | 
be published in the Appendix] on the slavery ques- | 


tion generall 


Mr. AVERETT then obtained the floor, and | 


addressed the committee in part, when he yielded 
to a motion that the committee rise. 


The motion having been agreed to, the commit- | 


tee rose and reported. 

Mr. STANLY asked that, by unanimous con- 
sent, the message received from the President to- 
day, lying upon the Speaker’s table, be laid before 
the House. 


The SPEAKER said the message related to | 
California; and if there was no objection, he |) 


would lay it before the House. 

There being no objection, 

The message was laid before the House, and 
read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States : 

I herewith ee the information of Congress, a 


eopy of the report of Thomas Butler King, E-q., appointed 
bearer of dispatches and special agent to Calitornia, made 


in pursuance of instractions issued from the Department of 


State, on the 3d day of April last. Z. TAYLOR. 
WasuineTton, March 26, 1850. 


Mr. STANLY moved that the message and 
accompanying document be laid upon the table, 
and printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, submitted a mo- 
tion that ten thousand extra copies be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said it was a docu- 
ment for which there was great demand; and he 


} 
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| 


| 
| 


aiding in the construction of the Pennsylvania raioad, the 
Ohio and Pennsylvania railroad, and the Pittsburg and 
Connellsville railroad, 





PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 


propriate committees: 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania: The petition of citi- 
zens of Columlna county, Pennsylvania, complaining of the 
large importaueon of toreign iron, and asking that the man- 


}} herin which the duties are laid, should be moditied so as to 
|| preventsudden and enormous importations of that article. 


Also, the petition of citizens of Greenfield, Luzerne 
county, Pennsylvania, in favor of cheap postage. 

By Me. MORRIS: Tue petition of 210 citizens of Ripley 
and vicinity, in Brown county, Omo, praying that slavery 
and the stave-trade may be expressly protibited by act of 
Congress in all the territories ot the United States. 

Also, the petition of 205 citizens of t.e same place, re- 
questing that provision be made by law, that when any per- 
son shall be arrested »s a fugitive slave, in any State other 
pian that in which he is alleged to be held to serviee, he shail 
not be delivered to the claimant, or bis agent, excep. on te 
finding of a jury that he is the slave of the claimant. 

Also, the petition of 213 citizens of the same place, pray- 
ing that no State be hereafter admitted into the Union, un- 
less the constitution of such State shall expressly prohibit 
the existence of slavery within its limite, 

Also, the petition of 200 citizens of the same place, pray- 
ing for the repeal of all laws, and parts of laws, adopted or 
enacted by Congress, by which slavery or the slave-trade is 
authorized or sanctioned in the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, and that in the event of their non- 
repeal, that the seat of the National Government may be re- 
moved to some more suitable location. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of J. B. Shepard and 
94 other citizens and electors of Dayton, Ohio, praying that 
slavery and the slave-trade may be exp e-sty proubtied by 
act of Congress in all the territories of the United States. 

Also, the petition of 8. Kittredge and 83 other citizens and 
electors of Basten. Ohio, praying that Congress will secure 
to alleged fugitive slaves the right of trial by jury. 

Also, the petition of D. B. Wilson and 75 other citizens 
and electors of Dayton, Obio, praying tor the repeal of all 
laws, and parts of laws, by which slavery or the siave tade 


| is authorized or sanctioned in the District of Columbia, and 


| 





that in the event of ther not bewng repealed, the seat of the 
National Government be removed to some more suitable 
location. 

Also, the petition of 8. Kittredge and 109 other citizens 
and electors of Daywon, Ohio, praying that no State shall 


| hereafter be aduatted tuto the Union, unless the con-tiw- 
| non of such State shail expressly prolibit slavery within its 


limits. - 

By Mr. DUER: The petition of W. A. Judson and 71 
others, citizens of Oswego county, New York, praying that 
the rates of duty upon foreign iron, which were collected 
under the tariff act of 1846, be maue specific. 
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Also, the memorial of the mayor, common council, aud 
citizens of the city of Oswego, New York, praying for the 
reimbursement of moneys expended by them in the preser- 
vation of the pier at Oswego. 

Aliso, the petition of 12) electors of Smithfield, Madison 
county, New York, praying for the right of trial by jury to 
persons claimed as fugitive slaves. 

Also, the petition of 123 electors of the same place, 
— the admission of any more slave States into the 

nion. 

Also, the petition of 122 electors of the same place, pray- 
ing for the repeal of all jaws enacted or adopted by Con- 
gress, for the support of slavery in the District of Columbia. 

Alsn, the petition of 123 electors of the same place, for 
the establishment and protection of freedom in the territories 
of the United States. 

By Mr. ALBERISON ; The petition of Samuel G. Bar- 
rett and 74 others, ciuzens of Gibson county, ludiana, pray- 
ing Congrers to pass a law to establish a mail-route from 
Washington, in Davis county, t» Petersburgh, in Pike 
county, thence on the new State road through Gibson and 
Vanderburg counties to Evansville. ' 

Also, the petition of Isaac Street and 176 others, citizens 
of Gibson and Pike counties, Indiana, on the same subject. 

Aleo, the petition of Findley McRae and 100 others, citi- 
zens of Harrison county, Indiana, praying the passage of a 
law, granting bounty land tothe officers and soldiers of the 
Indian wars, and of the late war with Great Britain, and to 
the widows and children of such officers and soldiers who 
have died. ° 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of 
Kendall county, Iinois, for two cents postage. | 





Also, the petit on of citizens of Grundy county for two I} 


cents postage. | 


By Mr. GORMAN: The memorial of the soldiers of the | 
war of 1812, 1813, 1814, 1815, and the proceedings of a meet- | 
ing of the people of Monroe county, Indiana, praying for 
bounty land. | 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: The petition of 51 citizens of | 
Victoria, Knox county, tlinois, praying Congress to estab- | 
lish a uniform rate of postage, not to exceed one cent on | 
newspapers and two cents on each prepaid letter of half an | 
ounce, for all distances. 

ty Mr. CHANDLER: The petition of A. Case and 50 
othera, citizens of Philadelphia, asking for a reduction of 
postage on prepaid letters 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, ask- 
ing for the erection of piers at Reedy island, in the Delaware. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Indiana: The petition of Levi L. 
Todd and 82 other citizens of Indiana, who were soldiers | 
of the war of 1812, praying a grant of bounty lands for their | 
services in eaid war. | 

Aiso, the petition of J. B. New and 18 others, on the same | 
subject. | 

Also, the petition of Simon Smock and 4 others, on the 
same subject. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of Andrew J. Chester 
and 60 others, citizens of Albion, New York, asking fora 
reduction of postage on prepaid letters. 

By Mr. HAMPTON: Three petitions, numerously signed | 
by citizens of Pittsburg, praying for the sale of a certain lot 
of ground in said city, and for the erection of a custom-house 
and other public buildings, for the use uf the officers of the 
United States Government. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: The petition of Charles Coon and | 
53 others, citizens of Argyle and Greenwich, Washington 
county, New York, for the repeal of all laws enacted or 
adopted by Congress, for the support of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of Charles Coon and 6) others, citizens 
of the same place, to secure tw alleged fugitives the right of 
trial by jury. 

Also, the petition of Charles Coon and 65 others, citizens | 
of the same place, for the establishment and protection of | 
freedon: in the territories of the United States. 

Also, the petition of Abraham Matthews and 75 others, citi- | 
zens of the same place, against the admission of more siave | 
States into the Union. 

By Mr. MceCLERNAND: The petition of citizens of Nor- | 
wich, Connecticut, for cheap postage. 

By Mr. HOWE: The petition of Henry Robison and 76 
others, citizens of Lawrence county, Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress to admit no State into the Union, unless, by the 
an of such State, slavery is expressly prohibited 
therem, 

‘Also, the petition of Silas Stevenson and 77 others, citi- 
zens of Lawrence county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress | 
to uholish stavery and the slave-trade in all the territories 
of the United States. 

By Mr. WHITE: The petition of T. R. Houghton, James 
8. Munroe and 42 others, citizens of Corinth, in the county 
of Saratoga, State of New York, praying Congress to pass a 
law by which the duty, levied upon foreign imported iron, 
my be made equal to the duty levied on such iron at the 
time when the tariff law of 1846 first took effect, and that | 
said duty be specific and uniform as to time. 

Also, the petition of Jeremy Rockwell, Joel Dayton and 
‘3 others, citizens of Hadley Falls, Saratoga county, New 
York, praying Cougresa to pass a Jaw fixing the duty upon 
imported iron, at the amount charged when the tariff bill of 
1843 Gest went into effect, and making the said duty specific. 

Alvo, the petition of N. E. Young, R. McDonnell, and 169 
others, citizens of Saratoga Springs and viciuity, Saratoga 
co inty, New York, praying that the duty levied upon im- 
ported iron, at the time the tariff bill of 1846 first took effect, 
may be made specific, and charged upon the importations, 
regularly and uniformiy, in lieu of the present ad valorum 
avetem. 


| 
| 





IN SENATE, 
Weonespay, March 27, 1850. 
Mr. HALE. [I ask the attention of the Senate 


for a moment, in order to answer a question pro- 


posed to me a day or two since by the Senator 
from Alabama, (Mr. Kine,] who I see is now in 
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| aspeech on the veto 
| the remark to which I alluded, and I will read it 


his seat. On the 18th of March last, the following 
conversation occurred here: 

“Mr. Kine. I rise, Mr. President, to call the attention 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hawe,) to what 
is published in the Intelligencer of the 14th instant, pur- 
porting to be remarks made in the Senate of the United 
States by Mr. Sewarp, and the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, to the following effect: 

“1 think it was Jefferson who said that the ‘ vatural ally 
‘of slavery in the South, was the Democracy of the North.’ 

“¢Mr. Have. It was Mr. Buchanan who said so.’ 

1 now ask the Senator from New Hampshire to state 
where, when, and upon what occasion, Mr. Buchanan, 
either in the Senate, or anywhere else, made use of the ex- 
pression to which he referred, that the northern Democracy 
were the natural allies of slavery at the South? 

“Mr. Hate. I have nouthe documents by me, and cannot 
quote the precise phraseology; and I did not expect te be 
called upon to do it at this time; but [ think I can satisty 
the Senator from Alabama on the subject before many 
days.”’ 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] then 
stated, that what Mr. Buchanan had said, was in 


ower. I have found, sir, 


to the Senate without comment, and leave the 
Senate and the country to judge whether it justi- 
fied my suggestion. 

I will, however, do Mr. Buchanan the justice 
to say, that the words quoted by the Senator from 
New York (Mr. Sewarp] do not appear. I will 
read the language, leaving it, without comment, to 
the Senate and to the country to say how far it 
justified the remark [ made, speaking, as I did at 
the time, from memory. 
ratification of the treaty with Great Britain, settling 
the northwest boundary: 


* All Christendom is leagued against the South upon the | 


question of domestic slavery. ‘They have no other allies to 
sustain their constitutional rights, except the Democracy of 
the North. In my own State, we inscribe upon our party 
banners, hostility to abolition. Itis there one of the cardi- 
nal principles of the Democratic party.’’ 


Mr. KING. lL rose the other day to call the at- 
tention of the Senate, and particularly of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, to a remark that 
he had made in reference to what had fallen from 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,] who 
said Mr. Jefferson had stated ‘** that the Democ- 
* racy of the North were the natural allies of slave- 
‘ery.’’ The Senator from New Hampshire reé- 
marked, ** not Mr. Jefferson; it was Mr. Buchan- 
an that said so.”’ I called his attention to it, sir, 
in order to give him an apportunity of withdraw- 
ing the statement that he then made, that it was 
Mr. Buchanan who made that remark, inasmuch 
as Mr. Buchanan had never made any such re- 
mark, nor indeed had Mr. Jefferson. I stated then 
that Mr. Buchanan had, on various occasions, in 
the House, in the Senate, and before the country, 
declared, (which, at the time the declaration was 
made, was perhaps much more substantially true 
than itis at this moment,) thatthe South had to 
look to the Democracy of the North as their natu- 
ral ally to protect their constitutional rights; or, 
in other words, that the Democracy of the North 
were the natural allies of the South in the protec- 
tion of their constitutional rights to their property 
in slaves. Well, sir, L then thought, as 1 still 
think, that the Senator from New Hampshire 
could bring forward no speech, and no declaration, 
made by Mr. Buchanan at any time, that ran 
counter to what | then stated to be the view taken 
by Mr. Buchanan at the time he made the speech, 


| from‘which an extract was read by the Senator 
| from Mississippi, [Mr. Davyis,] which was sub- 


stantially the same as the extract read by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, this morning. In that 
extract, Mr. Buchanan refers to the feeling of the 


| European Governments against us of the South, 


and unfortunately, to a very great extent, it is true, 


| because the European Governments are not ac- 


quainted with our precise situation with regard to 
this property; they do not understand ihe manner 
in which it is treated, the kindness exercised to- 
ward these persons, and the utter impossibility 
of producing the emancipation, for which the Abo- 
litionists contend, without the destruction of one 
race or the other, and producing a state of things 
which no human being, with the common feelings 
of humanity, can ever wish to see brought about. 

Well, sir, the Senator from New Hampshire, 
with that frankness that ever characterizes him, 
has gone to a certain extent; but he did not go as 
far as a Senator of the United States—as a liberal, 
just, and candid man—should have gone. lie 
ought to have come forward at once, and made the 
correction,and acknowledged that he was mistaken 
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this extract: ‘* All Christendom is lea : 
| the South upon the question of domentie datune 
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in the remark he made, putting the dec} 
the Senator from New York ba Mr. Bets 

instead of leaving it where it had been impro a 
attributed. But, instead of doing that, gt} 


ration of 


That, sir, isa statement which might with 

propriety be made, perhaps with a few exceptions 
for a few Governments still continue to hold slaves. 
_and they are not leagued with the others againg: 

us; but the feeling is very strong upon this > 


tion. Mr. Buchanan then goes on, and says pre. 
cisely what he said in the other speech, and What 


he always has said, and which, at the time he de 
livered it, was much more true than it unforty. 
nately is now: ‘they have no other allies to sustain 
their constitutional rights, except the Democrac 
of the North.”’ Well, sir, for a length of tims 
the Democracy of the North did, in good fain) 
and in strict accordance with their obligations 1, 
maintain the rights of the South, under the Congij. 
tution, show, by their votes and acts here, that 
they were prepared to go as far as it was necegsa. 
ry to go in order to protect these rights. We haye 
vote upon vote—we have resolution upon resoly. 
tion, sustained by northern men—declaring their 
determination to stand by the Constitution of the 
country, and not to inflict injury on their brethre;, 
of the South, by attempting to disturb the relations 
subsisting between them and their slaves. Since 
then, unfortunately, there has been a great change, 
I regret it most deeply. I regret that this should 
ever have been made a party question. | regret 
that any party ut the North, or West, should have 
| found it necessary to court the Abolitionists. The 
Abolitionists, what is their object? It is to inter- 
| fere with the rights of the South, to this descrip. 
| tion of property in the States. Most assuredly it 
| means nothing else; and therefore Mr. Buchanan 
| very properly goes on to say, ‘In my own Siate 
* we inscribe upon our party banners ‘ hostility to 
| *abolition.’? It is one of the cardinal principles of 
| ‘ the Democratic party.”’ And why? Yom Ab- 
olitionism_at once goes into the States, affecting 
the rights of the southern States, and weakening 
| the hold they have, under the Constitution, to this 
| description of property, which has been guarantied 
to them. 

Now, sir, the honorable Senator must admit, 
after this explanation, that Mr. Buchanan did not 
| 
| 
j 
| 
j 
| 








use the words which were attributed to Mr. Jef- 
ferson by the Senator from New York, and which 
he at the time applied to Mr. Buchanan. Mr. 
Buchanan contended for what I have said, and for 
this only. He was drawing a distinction between 
the two parties in relation to this question, and 
stated, what was true, that there was a much 
larger proportion of the Democracy of the North 
for the protection of the constitutional rights of 
the South, than of the other party; that they were, 
therefore, the natural ally of the South in sustain- 


ing their constitutional rights. 1 think the Sen- 


| ator from New Hampshire is now bound to say 
that Mr. Buchanan did not go further than this. 
| Mr. HALE. A single word in reply, sir, and 
I have done. I think the Senator from Alabant 
hardly does me justice in calling upon me to say 
more than I have said. I have stated that I have 
found that Mr. Buchanan did not use the precise 
words attributed to him—that everything | have 
found to sustain the remark which escaped from 
me, and which I made from memory only, is the 
extract which I have here produced. | do not 
undertake to construe it. I said then, and I re- 
peat now, that I leave it to the Senate, and to the 
country, to say how far it does sustain the remark 
which | made. 


The subject was then dropped. 
MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


| 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the memorial of 
Joseph Parks, a Shawnee Indian, asking compen- 
sation for a slave forcibly taken from his posses- 
sion by persons in Illinois. 

The memorialist seta forth that he was the 
owner of a negro slave named Stephen, who rail 
away from him during the year 1848, and escaped 
to the State of Illinois; that he pursued said slave 
to McHenry county, in the State of Illinois, and 
arrested him on the 17th July, 1848, and took him 
into custody; that said slave was rescued from his 
possession by a mob of residents of said county, 
and conveyed to Canada, since which ume the 
memorialiat has never beard of hig slave. He asks, 
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